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vs. Alabama Gt. Sou. et al. No. 6217; 
p. 760. 

California Ink Co., San Francisco, Cal., 
vs. M. O. & G. Ry. et al. Carbon 
black. No. 6004; p. 464. 

California Railroad Commission vs. Ala. 
Gt. Sou. et al. Deciduous fruits. No. 
6374; p. 1123. 

Cameron, Wm., & Co., Inc., Waco, Tex., 
vs. St. L. & S. F. et al. Door panels. 
No. 6198; p. 730. 

Campbell Heating Co., Des Moines, 
Iowa, vs. the Atchison, Topeka & 
—— Fe et at. Castings. No. 5865; 
p. ° 

Carr, Ryder & Adams Co., et al., Du- 
buque, Ia., vs. Southern Pac. et al. 

_Lumber. No. 6115; p. 602. 

Carroll Bros., Rock Springs, Wyo., vs. 
Cc. G. W. et al. Household goods. 
No. 6093; p. 601. 

Carroll, Brough & Robinson et al., Ok- 
lahoma City, Okla., vs. A. T. & S. 
F. Ry. et al. Rate discrimination. 
No. 5943; p. 265. 

Central Commercial Co. of Chicago, IIl., 
vs. Dela. & Hudson et al. Slate. No. 
6033; p. 531. 

Chamberlain, Lee & Co., Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs. D. & R. G. et al. Lump coal. 
No. 6046; p. 531. 

Charlotte (N. C.) and Charlotte Ship- 
pers’ and Manufacturers’ Assn. vs. 
Southern Ry. et al. Cast-iron pipe. 
No. 6301; p. 967. 

Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick 
Co. vs. Southern Ry. Sewer pipe. 
No. 6062; p. 570. 

Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick 
Co. et al. vs. Alabama Great South- 

Sewer pipe. No. 6063; p. 


Chestnutt-Gibbons Grocery Co., Mus- 
kogee, Okla., vs. St. L. & S. F. et 
al. Tomatoes. No. 6071; p. 570. 

Churchill Grain & Seed Co., Toledo, 
Ohio, and Buffalo, N. Y., vs. West 
Shore R. R. et al. Wheat. No. 5993; 
p. 429. 

Cincinnati Team Owners’ Ass’n et al. 
vs. B. & O. et al. Tailboard delivery. 
No. 6336; p. —— 

City Ice and Supply Co., Chicago, IIL, 
vs. C. & N. W. et al. Ice. No. 6356; 
p. 1069. 

Clark-Danforth Handle Co., Cairo, IIl., 
vs. Ill Cent. Club turned handles. 
No. 6347; p. 1069. 

Clement & Bray, Warren, N. H., vs. 
B. & M. R. R. et al. Potatoes. No. 
6121; p. 602. 

Coffeyville Co. and the Kansas Whole- 
sale Grocery Co., Coffeyville, Kans.. 
vs. M. K. & T. et al. Rate discrimi- 
nation. No. 6337; p. 1031. 

Collier, L. O., Louisville, Ky., vs. the 
Southern Railway et al. Lumber. No. 
5888; p. 178. 

Chas. H. Collins Co., Kenniwick, Wash., 
vs. Northern Pacific et al. Lemons. 
No. 5918; p. 232 

Cohn Bros., Spokane, Wash., vs. Nor. 
Pac. et al. Beds, etc. No. 6314; p. 
1031. 

Comley Lbr. Co., Wichita, Kan., vs. 
Colo. & So. et al. Lumber. No. 6176; 
Pp. 729. 

Commercial Club of Sioux Falls, S. D., 
vs. Pullman Co. et al. Sleeping car 
fares. No. 5980; p. 391. 


Commercial Coal Mining Co., Philadel- 
phia, Pa., vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
Coal. No. 6218; p. 760. 

Condie-Neale Glass Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
vs. Mobile & Ohio and St. Louis 
Terminal. Glass. No. 6014; p. 464. 

Consolidation Coal Co., Maryland and 
other coal companies of West Vir- 
ginia vs. the B. & O. Coal car dis- 
tribution. No. 5942; p. 265. 

Corning Glass Works, Corning, N. Y., 
vs. Boston & Albany et al. Litharge. 
No. 5951; p. 391. 

Corning (N. Y.) Glass Works vs. Erie. 
Nitrate of soda. No. 6262; p. 876. 
City of Covington et al. vs. Ill. Central. 

Soft coal. No. 6018; p. 464. 

Cox, W. H., Emporia, Kan., vs. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. Mis- 
routing cattle. No. 5874; p. 178. 


Crilly, Mathew A., Bonesteel, S. D., vs. 
El Paso & Southwestern et al. Cat- 
tle. No. 6100; p. 602. 


Crowdus Bros. et al., St. Louis, vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Hides and pelts. 
No. 6021; p. 464. 

Cunningham, B. S., Little Hocking, O., 


et al vs. B. & O. Southwestern. Ex- 
cessive charge. No. 6157; p. 684. - 

Curry, A. B., Omaha, Nebr., vs. C. & 
HE W. Ry. Co. Coal. No. 6083; p. 
70. 


D 


Dallas Lbr. & Logging Co. vs. Southern 
Pac. Forest products. No. 6095; p. 
601. 

Daves & Daves Grain Co., Winfield, 
Kan., vs. Midland Valley R. R. Co. 
et al. Corn. No. 6034; p. 531, 


Dean & Co., Bath, N. Y., vs. Buffalo 
& Susquehanna R. R. et al. Bulk- 
heads or doors. No. 6256; p. 821. 

Decatur Nav. Co., Decatur, Ala., vs. 
L. & N. et al. Rate discrimination. 
No. 6170; p. 729. 

Decker, Jacob E., & Sons, Mason City, 
Ia., vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. Fresh 
meats and packing house products. 
No. 6329; p. 1031. 

Deister Concentrator Co., Ft. Wayne, 
Ind., vs. L. S. & M. S. et al. Tables. 
No. 6270; p. 876. 

Demoll, O. J., & Co. et al. vs. Southern 
Ry. Co. et al. Rate discrimination. 
No. 6058; p. 569. 

Dewey Bros. Co., Blanchester, O., vs. 
B. & O. S. W. et al. Flour. No. 
6264; p. 876. 

Dilkes, Geo. R., & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa., vs. the Baltimore & Ohio et al. 
Loading charges on bulk freight. No. 
5887; p. 178. 

Dill & Collins, Philadelphia, vs. P. & 
io. et al. Wood pulp. No. 6313; p. 
1031. 


Docker, Chas. W., et al., Buch Station 
N. C., vs. Southern Ry. Improper 
station facilities. No. 5956; p. 391. 

Doerun, Ga., City of, vs. Ga. Nor. Ry. 
Co. et al. Rate discrimination. No. 
6405; p. 1209. 

Dolese Bros. Co., Chicago, Ill, vs. C. 
&-N. W. et al. Shovel handle. No. 
6057; p. 569. 

Dover Lumber Co. vs. Spokane Inter- 
national Ry. Co. and the Canadian 
Pacific. Lath. No. 6344; p. 1069. 


Drake Marble & Tile Co., St. Paul, vs. 
Gt. Northern. Stone. No. 5985; p. 
429. 

Drake Marble & Tile Co., St. Paul, 
Minn., vs. Northern Pacific et al. 
Marble. No. 6047; p. 531. 

Drouhard Bros. et al., motorcycle deal- 
ers, vs. International & Gt. Nor. et 
al. Motorcycles. No. 6066; p. 570. 

Drouhard & Stranahan, Pratt, Kan., 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Motorcycles. 
No. 6394; p. 1166. 

Drury Coal Co., Morganfield, Ky., vs. 
Illinois Central... Coal. No. 5880; p. 
178. 

Duplex Mfg. Co., Superior, Wis., vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. Windmills and towers. 
No. 6274; p. 876. 

Du Pont, E. IL, de Nemours Powder 
Co., Wilmington. Del., vs. Lexington 
& Eastern Ry. Explosives. No. 6200: 


E. L, de Nemours Powder 
Wilmington, Del., vs. L. & N. 
Explosives. No. 6022; p. 464. 
Durham Coal & Iron Co., Chattanooga, 
Tenn., vs. Louisville & Nashville et 
al. Mules. No. 5873; p. 178. 


XII. 


Eakle, E. L., Lbr. Co.,.Cremora, Va., 
vs. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. et al. 
Chestnut poles. No. 5954; p. 391. 

East St. Louis Walnut Co. vs. St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern et 
al. Culled walnut or rough mill logs. 
No. 5869; p. 44. 

East St. Louis Walnut Co., East St. 
Louis, Ill, vs. St. Louis Southwest- 
ern. Lumber. No. 6056; p. 569. 

Eastern Tale. Co., Boston, Mass., vs. 
Cc. & E. I. Soapstone fillings. No. 
5986; p. 429. 

Echols, W. J., et al., Fort Smith, Ark., 
vs. Ahnapee & Western et al. Cheese, 
No. 6409; p. 1209. 

Elba Mfg. Co., Charlotte, N. C., vs. 
Southern Ry. et al. Cottonseed. No, 
6029; p. 503. 

Elmore-Benjamin Coal Co. and Calla- 
way Fuel Co., Milwaukee, vs. C. & 
O. et al. Coal. No. 6080; p. 570. 


F 


Farmers’ Grain and Mercantile Co., 
Kirkman, Iowa, vs. C. & N. W. et 
al. Grain. No. 6372; p. 1070. 

Farrell, Chas. W., Britton, S. D., vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. et al. Potatoes. No. 
6077; p. 570. 

Federal Chemical Co. and Central 
Phosphate Co., Mt. Pleasant, Tenn., 
vs. B. & O. et al. Phosphate rock. 
No. 6167; p. 684. 

Federal Glass Co., Columbus, Ohio, et 
al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. Glass sand. 
No. 6000; p. 430. 

Fifer Caudle, Dalhart, Tex., vs. Union 
Pacific et al. Potatoes. No. 6258; 
p. 821. 

Fitzsimmons-Palmer Co., Duluth, Minn., 
vs. Am. Express Co. et al. Berries. 
No. 6090; p. 601. 

Fleischner, Mayer & Co., Portland, 
Ore., vs. Nor. Pac. et al. Dry goods. 
No. 6252; p. 761. 

Florida Cotton Oil Co., Jacksonville, 
Fla., vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & At- 
lantic R. R. Cottonseed. No. 5949; 
p. 391. 

Florida Cypress Co. vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al. Express lumber. No. 
5938; p. 265. 

Fort Smith, Ark., Coffee Co. vs A. & 
N. M. et al. Coffee. No. 5975; p. 391. 
Foster Lbr. Co., Kansas City, vs. M. 
K. & T. Cement. No. 6163; p. 729. 
Franklin Steel Works, Rockdale, IIl., 
vs. Oregon-Washington Railroad & 
Navigation Co. et al. Toe Calks. No. 

6044; p. 531. 

Fritts & Wiehl Co., Chattanooga, vs. 
Western & Atlantic et al. Epsom 
Frye & Co., Seattle, Wash., vs. No. 
salts. No. 6017; p. 464. 

Pac et al. Hides. No. 6211; p. 730. 

Fuller, Elverton E., Fort Leavenworth, 
Kan., vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al, 
Automobile. No. 6367; p. 1069. 

Fullerton Lbr. Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et 
al. Cedar posts and pine lumber. No. 
6359; p. 1069. 

Fullerton Moses Tile Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., vs. Mo. Pac. et al. Wooden 
crossties. No. 5934; p. 264. 

Fullerton-Powell Hardwood Lbr. Co., 
South Bend, Ind., vs. Tex. & Pac. 
et al. Lumber. No. 6369; p. 1069. 

Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, 
Grand Rapids, Mich., vs. Ann Arbor 
Railroad Co. et al. Furniture. No. 
5889; p. 179. 


G 


Gadow, W. F., Barton, Wis., vs. C., 
St. Paul, M. & O. et al. Grain. No. 
5984; p. 429. 

Gees, R. W., Commission Co., Kansas 
City, vs. St. L. & S. F. Berries. No. 
6102; p. 602. 

German-American Car Co., Warren, O., 
and Chicago, Ill., vs. Erie R. R. Co. 
et al. Cast iron bolsters. No. 6391; 
p. 1123. 

Goldfield Consolidated Mines Co., Gold- 
field, Nev., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Mining machinery. No. 6364; p. 1069. 

Goldfield Merger Mines Co., Goldfield, 
Nev., vs. Las Vegas & Tonopah R. 
R. Co. et al. Mining machinery. No. 
6159; p. 729. 

Goodner, Malone Produce Co. et al., 
Muskogee and McAlester, Okla., vs. 
D. & R. G. et al. Green fruits. No. 
6408; p. 1209. 

Goodner-Malone Co., Muskogee, vs. M. 
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K. & T. et al. Potatoes. No. 6075; Hottelet & Co., Milwaukee, vs. C. & O. Kern Co., New Orleans, La., vs. L. & 
p. 570. et al. Brewers’ dried grain. No. N. etal. Staves. No. 6382; p. 1123. 
Goodner-Malone Co. vs, Midland Valley 6378; p. 1123. Kerrick, Chas., Phoenix, Ariz., vs. Atchi 
et al. Peanuts. No. 6076; p. 570. — Houston, Tex., Chamber of Commerce son, et al. Dry goods, hosiery, milli- 
Graham & Gila County Traffic Assn., vs. H. E. & W. T. Ry. Co. etal. nery and notions. No. 6079; p. 570. 
Arizona, vs. Arizona Eastern’ R. R. Rates unreasonable. No. 6099; p. 602. Kibbe, Irvine, Victoria, Texas, vs. Abi 
et al. Unjust rates. No. 6207; p. 730. Humphreys - Godwin Co., Memphis, lene & Sou. et al. Calves. No. 6224; 

Graham & Gila County Traffic Assn., Tenn., vs. Yazoo & Mississippi Val- p. 760. 
vs. Airzona Eastern et al. Unjust ley R. R. Co. et al. Cottonseed meal. Knight Woolen Mills, Prov. Utah, vs 
rates. No. 6208; p. 730. No. 5988; p. 429. Cc. & N. W. etal. Scoured wool. No 
Grand Lake Co., Woodland, Me., vs Hyman, Louis P., & Co., Louisville, 6392; p. 1166. 
Maine Central, Bag paper. No. 6078; Ky., vs. Louisville & Nashville R. R. Knoxville, Tenn., Traffic Bureau of, vs 
Pp. 0710. Scrap iron. No. 5894; p. 179. Cc. & N. O. & T. P. and Southern 
Great Western Oil Refining Co., Erie, Rates Unreasonable. No. 6105; p 
Kan., vs. M. K. & T. Petroleum lubri- 602. 
cating oil. No. 6360; p. 1069. Knoxville, Tenn., Traffic Bureau’of, vs 
Green Bros. Box & Lbr. Co., Rockford, . Alabama & Vicksburg et al. Cocoa 
lil.. vs. C. & N. W. Wood. No. 6043: Idaho Junk House, Boise, Idaho, vs. Butter. No. 6281; p. S76. 
p. 531. r Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. Co, Knoxville, Tenn., Traffic Bureau of, vs 
Greenbaum, S. J., Co.. Midway, Ohio et al Construction material. No. Alabama & Vicksburg et al. Winged, 
vs. B. & O. et al. Whiskey. No. 6143; p. 684. flat or spreader cars. No. 6282; p 
6155; p. 729. ; Imperial Elevator Co., The, Barnesville, 876. 
Greenbaum, S. J., Midway, Ky., vs. L Minn., vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Coal. No. 
&. N. et al. Distillers’ dried grain. 6357; p. 1069. : 
No. 6154; p. 684. Inland Seed Co., Spokane, Wash., vs. : 7 
Greenbaum, S. J., Co. vs. Southern Ry. Oregon-Washington R. R. & Naviga- Ladd, E. P. & Co., Furth, Ark., vs 
Co. et al. Bottles No. 6156; p 729. tion Co. et al. Incubators. No. 5893; Gould Southwestern et al, Lumber, 
Greenwood (S. C.) Merchants’ Ass’n p. 179. No. 6126; p. 602. ‘ ai 
vs. Southern Ry. et al. Rate dis- International Paper Co. et al, vs. Dela- La Junta Milling & Elevator Co., The 
crimination. No. 6400; p. 1168. ware & Hudson Co. et al. Pulpwood. La Junta, Colo., vs. Atchison, Topeka 
Guilford Foundry Co., Greensboro, N No. 6333; p. 1031. . & Santa Fe et al. Wheat. No. 5947 
C., vs. Sou. Ry. Sand. No. 6403; p Interstate Packing Co., Winona, Minn., p. 391. * , 
1209. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. Meats. No. Lane Bros. Co., Alta Vista, Va., vs 
Guif Lumber Co., Fullerton, La., vs. ' eel a ~~ » ie Virginian Ry. Co. Coal. No. 6013; p 
Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Railros relan¢ e ollings, ort Scott, Kan., ) Ss ; 
& Steamehin a ot. See vs. St. L. & S. F. Lumber. No Langert Wine Co., Spokane, W ash., vs 
5885; p. 178. 6384; p. 1123. . Nor. Pac. et al. Wines and liquors 
Gulf Lbr. Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. Ala- Isbell-Brown Co., Lansing, Mich., vs. G No. 6316; PD. 1031. rere ; 
bama Southern et al Lumber and r. W. et al. Dried peas. No. 6365; Laning- Harris Coal & Grain Co., Kan- 
forest products. No. 6038; p. 569 p. 1069 sas City, Mo., vs, Chicago & Eastern 
Gund, John, Brewing Co. et al. La J Illinois Railroad et al. Coal. No 
Crosse, Wis., vs. C. M. & St. P. Beer. euees_D. ase. T j i y 
No. 5955; p. 391. Jackson Oil & Refining Co., Jackson, Lansing Co., ~Aansing, Mich., inp Ann 
Gunderson, Andreas, Goteberg, Sweden, Miss., vs. Southern Ry. et al. Cot- Arbor R. R. et al. Wheelbarrows 
vs. Gulf & Ship Island Wharf regu- tonseed. No. 6032; p. 531 No. C241; p. 160. ; 
lations. No. 5901; p. 232. Jacksonville (Fla.) Machine Works vs. Leach, L. D. & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs 
Gunderson, Andreas, Goteberg, Sweden, Central of Ga. and Atlantic Coast Sou Ry. etal. Ties. No. 6049; p. 531 
vs. Gulf & Ship Island R. R. Wharf Line. Machinery. No. 6406; p. 1209 Leahy Mfg. Co., Higginsville, Ky., vs 
regulations. No. 5901; p. 232 Jerpe Commission Co., Omaha, Neb., Missouri Pacific et al Incubators 
vs. Union Pac. Eggs. No. 6267; p. No. 5923; p. 232. 
a 876. Leavitt, J. W., & = et al., = 7 
; ..°& 8s ic d. cisco, vs. Lake Shore & Michigan 
Hall, D. H., Lumber Co., New Albany, ee ; “= r — on =: Southern et al. Automobiles. No 
Miss vs. St. I 2s.rrRR Cc vs. ( & O. et al. ies. No. 6091; una . 
. ° oS. mt. 40 ». ° .. Re 0. p. 601. 0998; Pp. 391. 


L 





et al. Lumber No. 6227; p. 760 Johnson, B., & Son, Richmond, Ind., Lee Broom & Duster Co., Lincoln, Neb 


Hall & Legan Lbr. Co., Morton, Miss., vs. L. & N. et al. Railroad ties. No vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et 
vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al. Coal. No. 6219 Dp 760 ve “ae al Broomcorn. No. 5940; p. 265 
Senes. D100. Johnson & Wismatt, Washington, D Lee Broom & Duster Co., Lincoln, Neb 

Hall, Luhrs & Co., Sacramento. Calif.. a: vs. Ga Fla & So. et al. l.um- vs. Fort Worth & Denver City Ry 
vs. So. Pac. et al. Sugar. No. 6231; ber. No. 6326; p. 1031. ae Co., et al. Broomcorn. No. 5906; p 
p. 760. <r - es ae : Valls an 232 

Hampton. A. M., Sedalia, Mo., vs. M. ——_. gg Minn a si > Lehigh Valley Coal Sales Co., N. Y., vs 
.. & T. Ry. Co. Barbed wire, bale R. R et. ] Hard coal. “No 6357 Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. Coal. No 

staples, nails and wire fencing D. 1209 Pa ; i ; 6399; p. 1166 
” Bee Pp. 264. ‘ > . Joplin, Commercial Club of, Mo., vs. | Limback, Martin, Dorset, Ohio, vs. L 
& Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H Missouri Pacific et al. Petroleum S. & M. 8S. et al. Mine props. No 

R. R. Co. Wool. No. 6136; p. 642. No. 5876; p. 178 5983: p. 429. 

Hartley « Co,. Boston, Mass., vs. N. Judd & Deitweiler, Inc. vs. B. & O. et Lindsay & Co., Ltd., Helena, Mont., et 
Y., N. JH. _& H. and the Boston _& al. Free storedoor delivery. No. 6052; al vs. Nor Pac. et al. Oranges 
Maine R. R. Wool in the grease. No p. 569. grapefruit and produce. No. 6151; p 
6353; Pp. 1069. . ; Jung & Sons, New Orleans. vs. L. & 684. 

Haskew Lbr. Co., South Pittsburg, N. Washed coal. No. 6272; p. 876. Lindsay & Co, Ltd., et al. Helena 
renn., vs. N. C. & St. L. et al. Lum- 7 Mont., vs. Nor. Pac. et al. Grapes 
ber. No. 6309; p. 1030. No. 6172; p. 729. 

aaa a ek nee us. Cc K Lindsay-Walker and Virden & Luk 
zc N. . al. ats ¢ é 4 oO 7 sili : i's ; 3 c 
cae K. B. R. Milling Co., Marquette, Kan., Ci Pend, han ko 

Bateman, G., Brewing Co., and John Ne _ ee al. Flour and feed Lindsay-Walker Co.. Billings, Mont., vs 
Gun srewing Co., La Crosse, vs. C a ne > ae . bs A Adams Express Co Fruits and vege 
B. & Q. et al. Beer. No. 6195; p. 730 a sens soa = ey ae eo eg sora: bs — and veg 

eae & Ce, Citengs, Ie.. a A. nee we wee a ae Lindsay-Walker Co. et al. Billings 

- & § *. et a Sausage coloring, ’ ach 2: oe Aon Wataadhe | Mont., vs. Southern Pacific e al 
cleaning and curing compounds, No. | Saeeseeee. cone & —* m, Remangnee. naar rg No. 5866: p * ifi t 
6147; p. 684. ; : No 6065: p 570. reaches “= Lipman, Solomon, Ridgeland, S. C., vs 

Helmers Mfg. Co., Kansas City and a emnee "Public Utlities Commission for Atlantic Coast Line RR. Excessive 
Leavenworth, vs. Chicago, Rock Is- the State of. vs. Ala. & Vicksburg passenger rates. No. 6042; p. 53 
land & Pacific. Gum lumber No et al. Rs te discrimination No. 6119: Little Lumber Co., Lyons, Neb., vs 
881; p. 178. ; Dp. 602 : : fr i Denver & Rio Grande Railroad Co. et 

Hess and , lark, Dr., Ashland O., vs Kansas Wholesale Grocery Co. and H al. Coal No. 5883; p. 178. 
ae caer ae a ne - Baden Produce Co., Coffeyville and Lobow, L., Tulsa, Okla., vs. A. T. & 

Hirsch, Cal., & Sons Iron and Rail Co Independence, Kan.. vs. A. & W. R .R. 5. F.- Scrap iron. No. 6182; p. 729 
St tects ve NW. Y¥.. N. H. & H. et et al. Potatoes. No. 6088; p. 601. Lombard Brick & Tile Co.. et al.. Lom 
al. Government goods. No. 6401: p Kansas City, Mo., Roard of Trade, vs bard, Ill, vs. Chicago & Northwest 
1168 ar , Xa St. L. & S. F. R. R. et al. Flour and ern et al. Hard and soft coal. No 

a ~ + ; : grain. No. 6180; p. 729. 5912; p. 232 

Hodges, G. H., & Baldwin et al., Fre- Kansas Citv Bridge Co., Kansas City, Lorillard, P., Co., Marion, N. J., vs. Pa 
mont, Neb., vs Central Vt et al. Mo., vs. De Queen & Eastern R. R R. R. et al Tobacco. No. 6249: p 
Granite and marble. No. 6327; p. 1031. Co. et al. Lumber. No. 6048; p: 531. 769. 

Holmes « Hallowell we Minneapolis, Kansas City Team Owners’ Assn. vs Louden Machinery Co., Fairfield. Ia 
D930" Nor. et al. Coal. No. 6194; Chicago, Great Western et al. No vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Agricultura 
vee : ‘ — 6335: p. 1069. Ineoming freight implements. No. 6251; p. 821. 

Hooker-Hendrix Hdwe. Co. T. H. Kay, Robert G., Philadelphia, Pa., vs La State Rice Milling Co. vs. Morgan’ 
Rogers Lbr. Co., Muskogee, Okla., vs Dry Fork R. R. Co. et al. Lumber. La, & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. and La 
M. K. & T. et al. Roofing paper. No. No. 5948: p. 391. Western. Rice No. 6130; p. 642. 
6303; p. 967 ; ; Kenefick-Quigley-Russell Construction Low Moor Tron Co.. Virginia, Alleghan: 

Hoopes, Ww. H., & Sons, Muscatine. Ta., Co., Barr, Codlo.. vs. So. Rv. et al Ore & Iron Co.. Oriskany. Ore & Tro! 
vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. Switching Steam shovel parts. No. 6153: p. 684 Corporation, Princess Furnace Co 
reparation. : No. 6016; p. 464. Kenedy, T. C., of Fairbanks, Morse & Virginia Iron. Coal & Coke Co., am 

Hottelet & Co., Painesville, OD... 7 € Co., Chicago, vs. N. Y. Cc. & H. R the Pulaski Iron Co. vs. Chesapeak:« 
M. & St. P. et al, Sugar beet pulp et al, Passenger ticket, No, 6178; p. & Ohio et al. Pig iron. No. 5891: p 
No. 6379; p. 1123, 729 179, 











n 


Ludowici Celadon Co., Chicago, Ill, vs. 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad. 
Clay. No. 5871; p. 44. 


M 


Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs. C. N. O. & T. P. et 
al. Leather. No. 6060; p. 569. 

Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau ys. L. & N. et al. Mo- 
lasses. No. 6096; p. 602. 

Madera Co., El Paso, Tex.,- vs. G. H. & 
S. A. et al. Lumber. No. 6103; p. 
602, 

MaGill & Co., and the Fargo Mercantile 
Co., Fargo, N. D., vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. 
Co. et al. Rate discrimination. No. 
6352: p. 1069. 

MaGill & Co., Fargo, N. D., vs. Gt. Nor 
et al. Unjust rates. No. 6357; p. 1166. 

Maley & Wertz and Young & Cutsinger, 
Evansville, Ind., vs. L. & N. Ry. 
Logs. No, 5968; p. 391. 

Manhattan Oil Co., Paragon Refining 
Co., and Liberty Oil Co., Des Moines, 
la., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. No. 6307; 
p. 1930. 

Mansfield Hardwood Lbr. Co., Shreve- 
port, La., vs. Kansas City Southern. 
Logs. No. 6035; p. 531. 

Manufacturers’ Furniture & Bedding Co., 
Spokane, Wash., vs, Gt. Nor. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 6315; p. 1031. 

Markle, G. B., Co., Jeddo, Pa., Pardee 
Bros. & Co., Ine., Latimer, Pa., and 
Weston, Dodson & Co., Beaver Brook, 
Pa., vs. the Lehigh Valley R. R. An- 
thracite coal. No. 5917; p. 232. 

Markley, George E., & Co., Cincinnati, 
Ohio, vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
Oranges. No. 6045; p. 531. 

Marseilles (Ill.) Wrapping Paper Co. vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al. Scrap paper. No. 
5970: p. 391. 

Marshall Oil Co. of Iowa, Marshalltown, 
Ia., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Petro- 
leum and its products. No. 6188; p. 
729. 

Massic & Pierce, ine., vs, Atlantic 
Coast Line et al. Lumber. No. 6237; 
p. 760. 

Massilon Sand & Stone Co., Barrs Mills, 
O., vs. Wheeling & Lake Erie. Grain 
doors. No. 6171; p. 729. 

McCarthy, A., & Son, St. Joseph, Mo., 
vs. A. T. & S. F. Motorcycles. No. 
6197; p. 730. 

McCloud River Lbr. Co., San Francisco, 
vs. Sou, Pac. et al. Lumber. No 
6266; ps S76. 

McCracken, B., & Son, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
vs. B. & O. etal. No. 6325; p. 1031. 
McKeen Motor Car Co., Omaha, Neb., 
vs. St. L. & S. F. et al. Automobiles. 

No, 6120; p. 602. 

McLean Lumber Co., Chattanooga, vs. 
M. & O. et al. Logs. No. 5965; p. 
391. 

McMurtry, John W., N. Y. City, vs. N. 
& W. Ry. Co. et al. Weool. No. 6101; 
p. 602. 

Meeds Lumber Co., Grafton, Mich., vs 
New Orleans, Great Northern et al. 
Lumber. No. 5913: p. 232. 

Meeds Lbr. Co., Jackson, Miss., vs. Ala. 
Central R. R. Lumber. No, 6109; p. 
602. 

Memphis Freight Bureau, Memphis, 
Tenn., vs. St. L. I. M. & Sou. et al. 
Rate discrimination. No. 6390; p. 
1123. 

Menasha Woodenware Co. vs. Mo., St. 
P. & S. S. M. et al. Barrels. No. 6019; 
p. 464. 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock, for the Southern Cotton Oil Co. 
vs. Ft. Smith & Western et al. Cot- 
tonseed No. 5911; p. 232. 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau, Little Rock, 
Ark, for the Mount Olive Stave Co., 
Batesville, Ark., vs. St. L, L M. & S 
et al. Staves and headings. No. 5935; 
p. 264. 

Merchants & Mfrs. Association, Balti- 
mare, Md., vs. Central of N. J., et al. 
Rate discrimination. No. 6028: p. 503. 

Merchants & Mfrs. Assn., Baltimore, 
Md., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. Class 
rates. No. 6054: p. 569. 

Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, Freight Bureau of, Birmingham, 
Ala., vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
Uniust rates. No.6404; p. 1209. 

Merchants’ Traffic Assn., et al. Los 
Angeles vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Hides and pelts. No. 6086: p. 570. 

Meridian (Miss.) Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & 
N. R. R. Co. et al. Phosphate rock. 
No. 6138; p. 642. 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory and Shreve- 
port Fertilizer Works, Shreveport, La., 
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vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Acid 
Phosphate. No. 6113; p. 602. 

Metropolis, Ill, Commercial Club, vs. 
Ill. Cent. et al. Logs and lumber. 
No. 6127; p. 642. > 

Michigan-Ohio-Indiana Coal Assn. vs. 
B. & O. R. R. Rule 2 in Coal & Coke 
Series Tariff I C. C. No. 459: No. 
6240; p. 760. 

Michigan Steel Boat Co., Detroit vs. A. 
T. & S&S. F. Oars. No. 6292 p. 909. 
Michigan Steel Boat Co. vs. Mich. Cent. 
R. R. Co. et al. Engine. No. 6232; 

p. 760. 

Middletown Car Co., vs. Pa. Ry. Co. and 
B. & O. Steel and iron. No. 6023; 
p. 464. 

Milburn Wagon Co., Toledo, O., vs. 
L. S. & M. §S. et al. Farm wagons. 
No, 6393; p. 1166. 

Miles Bros. Co., Ine., Chattanooga, 
Tenn., vs. L. & N. et al. Coal. No. 
5928; p. 264. 

Miller, H. C., et al., Kosciusko, Miss., vs. 
Til. Cent. Coal. No. 6311; p. 1031. 
Miller, Albert & Co., Chicago, IIL, vs. 
Nor. Pac. Co. et al. Potatoes. No 

6245; p. 760. 

Miller, Albert & Co., Chicago, Ill, vs. 
C- St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. Pota- 
toes. No. 5945; p. 265. 

Miller, Albert & Co., Chicago, IIL, vs. 
Cc. & N. W. etal. Potatoes. No. 6321; 
p. 1031. 

Milliken Refining Co., vs. M. K. & T. 
Ry. Co. et al. Petroleum. No. 6129; 
p. 642. 

Milliken Refining Co., Vinit,a Okla., vs. 
M. K. & T. et al. Petroleum and 
petroleum products. No. 6184; p. 729. 

Milliken Refining Co., Vinita, Okla., vs. 
st. L. & S. F. et al. Petroleum and 
petroleum products. No. 6205; p. 
730. 

Milliken Refining Co., St. Louis vs. M., 
K. & T. Petroleum and ‘its products. 
No, 6295; p. 909. 

Milliken Refining Co., Vinita, Okla., vs. 
M., K. & T. et al. Petroleum and its 
products. No. 6297; p. 909. 

Milliken Refining Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
and Vinita, Okla.. vs. M., K. & T. et 
al. Petroleum. No, 6310; p. 1030. 

Milwaukee, Chamber of Commerce of 
City of, vs. M., St. P. & 8S. S. M. 
et al. Barley. No. 6261; p. 876. 

Milwaukee Metal Bed Co., vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al. Metal beds. No. 6145; 
p. 684. 

Milwaukee, Chamber of Commerce of 
the City of, vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. 
Grain and flaxseed. No. 6358; p. 
1069. 

Milwaukee Produce & Fruit Exchange, 
Milwaukee, Wis., vs. Crosby Transpor- 
tation Co. et al. Through routes and 
joint classifications. No. 6278; p. 876. 

Minneapolis Civic & Commerce Associa- 
tion vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Rate dis- 
crimination, Minneapolis to Dakotas. 
No, 5995; p. 429. 

Minn. Threshing Machine Co., Hopkins, 
Minn., vs. C. St. P. M. & O. and C. 
& N. W. Threshing machinery. No. 
6181; p. 1166. 

Minn. Threshing Machine Co., Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs. M. & St. L. R. R. Co. 
et al. Machinery. No. 6160: p. 729. 

Minn. Threshing Machine Co. vs. M. 
st. P. & S. S. M. Ry. et al. Thresh- 
ing machinery. No. 6181; p. 729. 

Minter, E. W. & Co., New York City, 
vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. Con- 
struction Material. No. 6142; p. 684. 

Mitchell Coal & Coke Co., Clearfield 
District, Pa., vs. Pennsylvania R. R. 
Co. Coal and coke. No. 5922; p. 232. 

Mitchell, Lewis & Staver, Portland, Ore., 
vs. Southern Pacific. Weeder blades. 
No. 6041; p. 531. 

Mobile (A.) Chamber of Commerce and 
Business League and Mobile Cotton 
Exchange vs. Mobile & Ohio et al. 
Cotton. No. 5899; p. 232. 

Mogul Motor Truck Co., Chicago, vs. 
Cc. B. & Q. R. R. Motor truck. No. 
6179; p. 729. 

Monon Coal Co. and Consolidated In- 
diana Coal Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al. 
Coal traffic. No. 6271; p. 876. 

Monroe & Crisell, Portland, Ore., vs. 
Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nay. Co. 
et al. Milk bottles. No. 6306; p. 1030. 

Montana, Board of R. R. Commissioners 
of. for Montana Mattress Co., Butte, 
Mont., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Cot- 
ton linters. No. 6387; p. 1123. 

Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co., New Or- 
leans and Columbus, Miss., vs. South- 
ern et al, ash, cypress, gum and oak 


saves and headings. No. 6299; p. 

Morley Bros. & Co., et al., Bristol, Va., 
Tenn. vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al. 
Bananas. No. 6134; p. 642. 

Morrison Coal Co., Jackson, Miss., vs. 
Ill, Cent. R. R. Co. et al. Rate dis- 
crimination. No. 6116; p. 602. 

Morton Salt Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Union 
Pacific et al. Rock salt. No. 6214; 
Pp. 730. 

Motorcycle Co., The, Phoenix, Ariz., vs. 
Arizona Eastern et al. Motorcycles. 
No. 6346; p. 1069. 

Mt, Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mt. Pleas- 
ant, Tenn., vs. East Jordan & South- 
ern et al. Lime. No. 6061; p. 569. 

Mount Pleasant Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & 
N. a Southern Fertilizer. No. 6010; 
p. 464. 

Mount Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., vs. L. & N. et al. 
Calendars. No 6117; p. 602. 

Mount. Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., vs. Southern Ry. et 
2s Cotonseed mea,. No. 6173; p. 
729. 

Mount Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., vs. L. & N. ‘et al. 
Fertilizer. No 6174; p. 729. 

Mount Pleasant (Tenn.) Fertilizer Co. 
et al vs. L. & N. Coal. No. 6186; 
p. 729. 

Mount Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., vs. L. & N. Ferti- 
lizer. No. 6199; p. 730. 

Mount Pleasant Fertilizer Co., Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., vs. New Orleans & 
North Eastern et al. Fertilizer. No. 
6340; p. 1031. 

Muskogee (Okla.) Refining Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. Petroleum and pro- 
ducts. No. 6302; p. 967. 

Muskogee Refining Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al. Sulphuric acid. No. 6304; 
Pp. 967. 

Muskogee Wholesale Grocery vs. St. L. 

S. F. et al. Hominy. No. 6074; 
p. 570. 


N 


National Classsification Committee, 
Wooden Boxes and Allied Interests 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Rule 
42, Western Classification No. 51. No. 
5977; p. 429. 

National Petroleum Assn. of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., vs. C. & A. et al. Petroleum. 
No. 6273; p. 876. 

National Pole Co. et al. vs. Minn: & Int. 
Ry. Co., poles, ties and posts. No. 
6312; p,. 1031. 

National Refining Co., Coffeyville, Kan., 
vs. Atchison, et al. Petroleum. No. 
5879; p. 178. 

Nebraska State Ry. Commission vs. 
Cent. Vt. Ry. Co, et al. Granite. No. 
6135; p. 642. 

Nebraska State Railway Commission vs. 
Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. Lumber: No. 6348; 
p. 1069. . 

New Orleans Board of Trade vs. La. 
Ry. & Nav. Co. et al Cottonseed 
meal and cake. No. 6092; p. 601. 

New Orleans Board of Trade, vs. N, O. 
& N. E. Grain, feed and hay. No. 
6323; p. 1031. 

New Orleans Cotton Exchange et al. 
and the Commercial Club of Browns- 
ville, Tenn., vs. Louisville & Nashville. 
Cotton. No. 6082; p. 570. 

Newaygo Portland Cement Co., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., vs. Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul et al. Cement. No. 5914; 
. 2a. 

New York Dock Ry. vs. B..& O. et al. 
Through rates and routes. No. 6389; 
p. 1123. 

New York Produce Exchange vs. N. Y. 
Cc. & H. R. et al. Grains. No. 6380; 
p. 1123. 

New York Team Owners’ Association et 
al. vs, N. Y. C. et al. Freight delivery. 
No. 6334; p. 1031. 

Nickey & Sons Co., Inc., and Tschudy 
Lbr., Co., Memphis, Tenn., vs. M. & 
N. A. R.-R. Co. et al. Logs. No. 

Noble, Wm. K., Fort Wayne, Ind., vs. 
San Antonio & Ark. Pass. Ry. Co. 
et al. Coiled Elm Hoops. No. 6123; 
Pp. 602. 

Noreross-West Marble Co. vs. Rutland 
R. R. Co. et al. Marble. No. 60569; 
p. 569. 

North America Smelting Co., Philadel- 
phia, vs. B. & O. et al. Solder. No. 
6322; p. 1031. 

North American Storage Co., Paynes- 
ville, Minn., vs. Western Express Co. 
Milk and cream, No, 6193; p. 730. 
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Northern Central Coal Co., Chicago, vs. 
——— R. R. Lump coal. No. 6185; 
Pp. 729. 

Northern Pines Mfrs. Assn., Minneap- 
olis, et al. vs. . & N. W. et al. 
Lumber. No. 5978; p. 391. 

Northwest Coal Co., Butte, Mont., vs. 
ae Pacific et al. Coal. No. 5882; 
p. 178. 

Northwestern Compo-Board Co., Michi- 
gan vs. Ahnapee & Western Ry. Co. 
et al. Compo Board. No. 5932; p. 
265. 

Northwestern Feed Co., Inc., Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs. C. R. IL & P. Mill 
feed. No. 6296; p. 909. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange, Portland, 
Ore., vs. Payette Valley R. R. Co. et 
al. Apples. No. 6283; p. 876. 

Norton, H. F., Co., Seattle, Wash., vs. 
oa Pac. et al. Hides. No. 6007; p. 

Norwood Lbr. Co., Philadelphia, and 
Cherokee Lbr. Co., Fayetteville, N. C., 
vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. Pine 
lumber. No. 6376; p. 1123. 


°o 


Obion Hdwe. Co., et al. 
vs. C. I. & S. et al. 
No. 6149; p. 684. 

Ocala Iron Works, Ocala, Fla., vs. B. 
$.°- et al. Steel bars. No. 5971; p. 

Ocilla, Ga., City of, et al. vs. Ocilla 
Sou, et al. Rate discrimination. No. 
6373; p. 1123. 

Oetting Bros. Ice. Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. 
— Ry., et al. Ice. No. 5925; p. 

Ohio Confection Co., Cleveland, Ohio, 
vs. Cleveland & Buffalo R. R. Co. et 
al. Confectionery. No. 6284; p. 876. 

Ohio & Mich. Coal Co., Detroit vs. D. 
L. & C. etal. Coal. No. 6104; p. 602, 

Oklahoma, Corporation Commission of, 
Railroad Commission of Arkansas and 
Public Service Commission of Mo. vs. 
A. T. & 8S. F. et al. Unjust rate. 
No. 6300; p. 967. 

Oklahoma, Corporation Commission of, 
for the Rock Island Implement Co. vs. 
the W. F. & N. W. et al. Wagons. 
No. 6259; p. 821. 

Oklahoma, Corporation Commission of, 
for and in behalf of the Arnett Tele- 
phone Co. vs. American Tel. & Tel. 
Co. et al. Discrimination. No. 5953; 
p. 391. 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. A. L. 
& G. et al. Cement. No. 6068; p. 570. 

Oliver-Finnie Co., Memphis, Tenn., vs. 
Sou. Ry. et al. Canned goods. No. 
6341; p. 1069. 

Oliver-Finnie Co., Memphis, Tenn., vs. 
L. & N. et al. Sodium alumnic sul- 

hate. No. 6368; p. 1069. 

Oliver-Finnie Co., Memphis, Tenn., vs. 
Phila. & Reading et al. Cocoanuts. 
No. 6371; p. 1070. 

Oliver-Finnie Co., Memphis, Tenn., vs. 
C. & N. W. and Illinois Central. Peas. 
No. 6398; p. 1166. 7 

Omaha Bicycle Co. et al. vs. C. & N. 
“ie al. Motorcycles. No. 6375; p. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. Nor. Pac. et 
al. Grain. No. 6290; p. 909. 

Omaha Packing Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. et al. Cattle. No. 
p 570. 

6212; p. 730. 

Oshkosh Fuel Co., Oshkosh, Wis., vs. 
Cc. & N. W. et al. Wood. No. 6085; 

Oshkosh Fuel Co., Oshkosh, Wis., vs. 
C &N. W. R. R. Co. et al. Fuel 
Wood. No. 6144: p. 684. 

Otis Mfg. Co., New Orleans, La., vs. 
Til. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. Mahogany. 
No. 6133; p. 642. 

Otis Mfg, Co., New Orleans, vs. Texas 
& New Orleans et al. Lumber. No. 
6168: p. 729. 

Otis Mfg. Co., New Orleans, La., vs. 
L. & N. R. R. Co. Wood paneling. 
No. 6050; p. 531. 

Owensboro Wagon Co., Owensboro, Ky., 
vs. Southern Ry. et al. Iron. No 
6031: p. 531. 


Obion, Tenn., 
Farm wagons. 


Pp 


Pacific Coast Gypsum Co., Puget Sound, 
et al. vs. Oregon-Washington R. R. & 
Nav. Co. et al. Lime, cement, gyp- 
sum, stucco, plaster and other plaster 
productions. No. 5991; p. 429. 

Pacific Fruit Exchange, Sacramento, 
Cal, vs. Southern Pacific et al. Fruits. 
No. 5976; p. 391. 


Pacific Fruit & Produce Co., Portland, 
Ore., vs. Sou. Pac. Vegetables and 
melons. No. 6293; p. 909. 

Pacific Navigation Co., San Francisco, 
vs. Sou. Pac. et al. Unreasonable 
charges. No. 6350; p. 1069. 

Pacific States Lumber Co., Shelleck 
and Tacoma, Wash., vs. Nor. Pac. 
et al. Lumber and_é£@=°shingles. No. 
6343: p. 1069. 

Paducah Board of Trade, Paducan, Ky., 
vs. Illinois Central R. R. et al. Vege- 
tables and other produce. No. 5896; 

. 232. 

Paducah (Ky.) Board of Trade vs. Illi- 
nois Central R. R. et al Lumber. No. 
5897; p. 232. 

Paducah (Ky.) Board of Trade vs, Illi- 
nois ——— etal. Lumber. No. 5898. 

. 232. 

Page Mililng Co. et al. of Virginia vs. 
Norfolk & Western. Flour. No. 6216; 
Pp. 730. 

Patent Vulcanite Roofing Co., Chicago, 
Ill, vs. Ahnapee & Western Ry. et al. 
Roofing. No. 6039; p. 569. 

Payne, R. T., R. T. Payne & Co., Mus- 
kogee, vs. Gt. Nor. et al. Onions. 
No. 6073; p. 570. 

Peck, Asa, & Co., inc., vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H. and B. & M. R. R. Wool. No. 
6025; p 465 

Peet Bros. Mfg. Co., Kansas City, Kan., 
vs. Ill, Cent. R. R. Co. et al. Cocoa- 
nut, copra, palm and palm kernel oils. 
No. 6349; p. 1069. 

Pence, W. E. & Bro., Meyers Cave, Va., 
vs. C. & O. et al. Hogs, sheep & 
calves. No. 6139; p. 684. 

Perrine Mfg. Co., Cleveland, Ohio, vs. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. 
Automobile Shipping Blocks. No. 5903; 
p. 232. 

Peycke, Edmund, Co., Los Angeles, Cal., 
vs. Wells-Fargo & Co. et al. Canta- 
loupes. No. 5929; p. 264. 

Pevcke Bros. Commission Co., Kansas 
City, Mo., vs. Ill, Cent. Ry. Potatoes. 
No, 6002; p. 430. 

Pfistér & Vogel Leather Co. and U. S. 
Glue Co., Milwaukee and Carrollisville, 
Wis., vs. Depue & Northern et al. 
Sulphuric Acid. No. 6011; p. 464. 

Philadelphia, Pa., Team Owners’ Protec- 
tive Assn., et al. vs. Phila. & Reading 
et al. Delivery of L. C. L. freight. 
No. 6140: p. 684. 

Phoenix Iron & Steel Co., Galveston, 
Tex., vs. G., H. & H. et al. Scrap 
iron. No. 6629; p. 760. 

Pittman & Harrison Co., Claremore, 
Okla., vs. St. L. I. M. & So. R. R. 
et al. Oats. No. 6209; p. 730. 

Pittsburgh (Pa.) Hay and Grain Ex- 
change vs. Penna Co. et al. Grain- 
mixing privilege. No. 6318; p. 1031. 

Pittsburgh & Southwestern Coal Co. et 
al. vs. Wabash-Pittsburg Terminal Co. 
et al. No. 6317: p. 1031. 

Pittsburg Steel Co., et al. vs. LL. S. & 
M. S. et al. Iron Ore. No. 6027; p. 
503. 

Plymouth Clay Products Co., Fort 
Dodge, Iowa, vs. F. D., D. M. & So. 
et al. Sewer pipe. No. 6285: p. 876. 

Plymouth Coal Co., Wilkesbarre, Pa., 
vs. Lehigh Vailev R. R. Co. Coal 
storage charges. No. 5905; p. 232. 

Port Arthur Rice Milling Co., Port 
Arthur, Tex., vs. Tex. & New Or- 
leans, et al. Cleaned rice. No. 6162; 
p. 729. 

Poteau Coal & Mercantile Co.. Witte- 
ville, Okla., vs. Abilene & Southern 
Ry. et al. Coal. No. 6287: p. 876. 

Potter Fixtures Co.. San Francisco, Cal., 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Racks. No. 
5987; p. 429. 

Pouncey Pacing & Construction Co., 
Helena, Ark., vs. St. L, IL M. & S&S. 
Paving brick. No. 5936: p. 265. 

Price Iron & Steel Co., Chicago. Tll.. vs 
Indiana Harbor Belt R. R. Co. et al 
Scrap iron. No. 6177: p. 729 

Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange, 
Providence. R. I., vs. N. YY. C. & H. 
R. Ry. Requirements unjust. No. 
6097: p. 602. 

Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange, 
Providence, R. I., vs. Penna. R. R. et 
al. Péaches. No. 6124: p. 602. 

Providence (R. I.) Fruit and Produce 
Exchange vs, American Express et al. 
Strawberries. No. 6395; p. 1166. 

Pugh, Burton Homer, Topeka, Kan., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Potatoes. No. 
6330; p. 1031. 

Q 

Raleigh, T. W., Medical Co., Freeport, 


Ti.. vs. C. & N. W. Charcoal. No. 
6150; p. 684. 


XII. 


Rea-Patterson Milling Co., Coffeyville, 
Kan., vs. Mo. Pac. Grain. No. 6020; 
p. 464. 
tea-Patterson Milling Co., Coffeyville, 
Kan., vs. Mo. Pac, et al. Wheat and 
wheat products. No. 6183; p. 729. 

Red Ash Coal Co. of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., 
vs. Central R. R. of New Jersey. Coal. 
No, 6189; p. 730. 

Red Ash Coal Co., Ashley, Pa., vs. L. V. 
R. R, Co. et al. Coal. No. 6276; p. 
876. 

Red Wing (Minn.) Linseed Co. vs. C. M. 
& St. P. et al. Linseed cake. No. 
6202; p. 730. 

Remington Typewriter Co., New York, 
vs. West Shore R. R. Typewriters. No. 
6388: p. 1123. 

Republic Flour Mills Co., Républic, Mo., 
vs. St. Louis & San Francisco et al. 
Grain and grain products. No. 5878; 

: See. 

Reynolds Corporation, The, Bristol, Va.- 
Tenn, vs. Norfolk & Western et al. 
No. 6331; p. 1031. 

Richards, Sanford, Orleans, Neb., vs. 
c. B. & @ R. R. Co. ot al.. Coal. 
No. 6112; p. 602. 

Robinson, C. W., New Orleans, vs. New 
Orleans, Great Western et al. Cross 
ties, piling and lumber. No. 59067; p. 
232. 

Robinson Clay Product Co., Akron, 0O., 
vs. B. & O. et al. Fire brick. No. 
6006: p. 464. 

Rockford Cedar Furn. Co., Rockford, IIl., 
vs. Abilene & Southern and other 
earriers in Western Classification ter- 
ritory. Cedar chests. No. 6118; p. 602. 

Rockford, Ill, Lumber & Fuel Co., vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. Maple 
Lumber Trimimngs. No. 6137; p. 642. 

Rockford Mfrs. and Shippers’ Assn. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Furniture. No. 
6051: p. 569. 

Roddis Lumber & Veneer Co.. Marsh- 
field, Wis., vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
Mahogany veneer. No. 6345: p. 1069. 

Roessler & MWHasslacher Chemical Co., 
New York, vs. C. & O. et al. Ferro 
silicon. No. 6407: p. 1209. 

Rosenheimer, L., Malt & Grain Co., Ke- 
waskum, Wis., vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
et al. Distillers’ grains. No. 6377; p. 
1123. 


R 


Rossville Commercial Club and other 
New Mexico organizations vs. Atchi- 
son, etal. Rates from Pecos gateway. 
No. 5875: p. 178. 

Royster, F. S., Guano Co., Norfolk, Va., 
vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. Ferti- 
lizers. No. 6206; p. 730. 

Ruddock Orleans Cypress Co., New Or- 
leans, vs. La. Rv. & Nav. Co. and 
Cc. R. I. & P. Cypress lumber. No. 
6191: p. 730. 

Ruppel, Geo., et al., Springdale, Ark., vs. 
Gulf, Colo. & Santa Fe et al. Country 
produce. No. 6279; p. 876. 

Russell Bros. Billings, Okla.. vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al. Horses and colts. No. 
6386: p. 1123. 

Russell Creamery Co., Superior, Wis., 
vs. Gt. Northern Express Co. Milk. 
No. 6069; p. 570. 


Ss 


Saginaw Milling Co. and Isbell & Co., 
Saginaw and Jackson. Mich., vs. Mich. 
Cent. et al. Dried beans and peas. 
No. 6196: p. 730. 

St. Touis Cotton Exchange vs. M.. K. 
& T. Ry. Co. et al. Rate discrimina- 
tion on cotton. No. 5990; n. 429. 

St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. vs. Phil- 
adelphia & Reading et al. Roofing 
slate and nails. No. 6265; p. 876. 

St. Mathews Produce Exchange. St. 
Mathews, Ky.. vs. T ouisville & Nash- 
ville. Vegetables. No. 5870: p. 44. 

Salem Iron Works and Anderson Steel 
Furnace and Boiler Works, Salem, 
Ore., vs. Southern and Nor. Pac. Coke. 
No. 6260: p. 821. 

Scattergood. S. F.. & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa.. vs. Pere Marquette Railroad Co. 
Oats. No. 5886: p 178. 

Scattergood, S. F., & Co., Philadelphia, 
vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. Bran. No 
6397: p. 1166. 

Scattergood, S. F., & Co., Philadelphia, 
vs. N. Y. 0. & W. et al. Oats. No 
6402; p. 1168. 

Schloss & Kahn, Montgomery, Ala.. vs 
L. & N. Ties and bagging. No. 6161; 
Pp. 729. 

Seattle Chamber of Commerce Trans- 
portation Burean et al. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry 
Shingles. No. 6225: p. 760. 
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Daish, John B., on Commerce C 
29. 

Damage: Proof of (Legal); p. 1028 

Damaged goods: Owner realizing invoice 
price (Legal); p. 463. 

Damaged shipment: Refusal of consignee 
to accept (Legal); p. 427. 

Damages: concealed, under two Dills of 
lading (Legal); p. 40. 

Damages, measure of (Legal); p. 872. 

Damages: Not entitled on account of 

























































Coombs, F. E.: Paying for tariffs; p. 
593. 

Corn rates from Cincinnati and Louisville 
(I C C decisions) p. 944. 

Corn: Rules for grading; p. 424 

Cornish, G. O.: Fiber vs. Wooden Con- 
tainers; p. 848. 

Cornish, G. O.: Return cars promptly; p 
526. 

Cotton Goods: No, C. L. rating «(I C ¢ 
decisions) p. 376. 

Cotton rates to Port Aransas (I C C deci- 
sion) p. 67. 


Cotton rates from Arkansas to Boston 
(I. C. C, decisions); p. 143 
Cotton rates to Port Arthur (I C C deci- 


sions) p. 61 
Cotton rates from Oklahoma to New 
Orleans (I C C decisions) p. 940. 
Cotton: tound bale opposed; p. 636. 
Cotton, bailng; p. 614. 
Cotton bales: Penalty on; p. 517, 524 
Cotton case: Intervention in round bale; 
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Cotton seed and products from Texas to 
New Orleans (I C C decisions) p. 408. 
Cotton seed meal: Loss of business on 
account of wharfage contracts at Gal- 

veston: p. S62. 

County fairs: Carriers not obligated to 
transport property free (Legal): p. 965. 

Courts, state, for railroad suits; p. 824 

Cox, James M., governor of Ohio Ad- 
dress before Railway Business Associa- 
tion; p. 1107. 

Crops in the Southwest (Editorial); p. 657 

Culverts, iron and steel: Rating of (I C 
C decisions): p. 1089. 

Cummings, J. M.: Paying for tariffs; p 
848. 

Curran, John P.: Book on Rate Construs 
tion; p. 490. 

Dairy products in New York (I C C deci- 
sions); p. 846. 

Dairy products: Rates from Topeka to 


Memphis (I C C decision); p. 217. 
sourt; p 


failure to post tariffs (I C C decisions) 
288. 


Damages, special, resulting from remote 
causes (Legal); p. 726 
Darling, H. B.: Heavier loading of cars; 





1090. 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COM- 


MERCE COMMISSION. 

Acme- Portland Cement Co. vs. Amer- 
ican Express Co No. 3932. Opinion 
No. 2437 (28 I. C. C.. Rep., P. 316). 
Submitted Sept. 29, 1911. Decided 
Oct. 14, 1913. (1) Where shipper re- 
fused to state, as required by tariff, 
the market value of shipment of stocks 
and bonds, carrier was under no ob- 
ligation to transport such securities 
and it was its duty to refuse the ship- 
ment. (2) Carrier not entitled to 
assess charges on such shipment, ac- 
cepted in violation of its tariff, on a 
par value far in excess of actual 
value of the securities. teparation 
awarded; Nov. 8, p. 841. 

Allentown Portland Cement Co. vs 
Philadelphia & Reading Railway Co 
et al. No. 5314. Opinion No. 2365 
(27 I. Cc. Cc. Rep., p. 448). Submitted 
May 7, 1913 Decided June 18, 1913. 
Defendants’ rates on cement in car- 
loads to Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
York City, points in New England, and 
to Jersey City for beyond to the south- 
east are the same from Evansville, 
Pa., in the so-called Lehigh district, 
as from the other cement-producing 
points in that district. On cement to 
Jersey City locally the rates are 
much higher from Evansville than 
from these other mills. Such rela- 
tive adjustment on the latter traffic 
held to subject the city of Jersey City 
and its traffic to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage; July 12, p. 81. 


American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. 


Bangor & Aroostook Railroad Co. et 
al. No. 5250 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 398). 
Submitted June 24, 1913. Decided Oct. 
7, 1913. Upon the facts of record in 
this case; Held: That the shipments 
in question were not misrouted by the 
initial carrier. Complaint dismissed; 
Nov 22, p. 949. 
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American Brake Shoe & Foundry Co. vs. 
Chattanooga 
No. 5409 (28 L C. 
No. 5409 (Sub-No. 

Chattanooga 
Submitted 


Same vs. 


providing that where cars are switch- 
weighing, 
cents per 
ascertained 
were used for the assessment of freight 
unlawful; | 


& Dock Co. 
Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio 
Opinion No. 
Decided June 
complaint 
defendants establish 
on cotton from Texas producing points Co. et 
2409 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 154). Sub- 
mitted Nov 17, 1911. Decided June 


through that port, thus, extending un- 
due preference and advantage 


rates to Port Aransas which is higher 


assess the 
rate as required by the act. 
no justification 


defendants 
Aransas on an equality of rates 


authority 





Commission 
to require the issuance of through ex- 


to remove discrimination; 


prejudicial 


discriminatory 
Defendants required 


against the latter. 
to cease and desist 


rizona Corporation Commission vs 
& Santa 


(Sub-No. 
& Santa 
(Sub-No. 


Atchison, 
Submitted 


Rates for transportation 
Arizona found 
Reasonable 
prescribed for the 


reasonable. maximum 


~ 


Constitution Publishing 
al. vs. Central of Georgia Railway Co. 
(Sub-No. 
Central of 





Opinion No. 2412 (28 I. C. 
Submitted May 17, 
cided June 16, 1913. 
news print 


The rates on 
paper from 
Vt., Franklin and Berwyn, N. 
Brownville, 
not found to 
violation of section 
commerce, 
compared 
paper from 
in violation 


reasonable, 


discriminatory 
wrapping 
the same points of origin, 
2) The question whether 
discrimination 
favor of Chattanooga, 


of section 





decision in the case of Atlanta Freight 
Bureau vs. Ry. Co., docket N. 
tlantic Packing Co. of Baltimore City 
American 
9 


> 





Submitted 


rangements by which respondents pro- 
vide receiving depots in convenient lo- 
shipments 
instead of pick-up wagon 
found to be 
Respondents should reform their 
state plainly 


Baltimore, 
discrimina- 








of pick-up and delivery service at 


Baltimure and should provide a re- 


ceiving station for oysters in the sec 
tion of the city in which complain 
ants are located; Sept 6, p. 487. 
Birge-Forbes Co. vs. Missouri, Kansa 
& Texas Railway Co. et al. No. 5253 


(28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 409). Submitted 
April 1, 1913. Decided Oct 7, 1913 


Rates for the transportation of certair 
shipments of cotton from points on 


the Midland Valley and Fort Smit! 


& Western railroads, in Oklahoma 
to New Orleans, La., for export, con- 
centarted and compressed in transit 
at Muskogee, Okla., not found to have 
been unreasonable, unjustly discrim- 
inatory, or unduly prejudicial Com- 


plaint dismissed; Nov 22, p. 940. 


soard of Trade of Carrollton, Ga., et 
al. vs. Central of Georgia Railway 


t 


i] No. 3836. Opinion No 


19, 1913. Carrollton, Ga., is a local 


point on the Central of Georgia Ry 
between Newnan, where the Atlanta 
& West Point R. R. crosses and 
Cedartown, where the Seaboard Air 


Line intersects that road It is less 


than 70 miles froin Atlanta, but no 
direct line connects the two. Substan- 


ially, all long-distance rates to Car 
roliton, as well as to Atlanta, are 


based upon or bear relation to the 
rates from Baltimore, Md., and from 
Louisville, Ky Atlanta has certain 


rates from Baltimore and from Louis- 


ville which are applied by the car 


riers at Cedartown, withput additions 
or subtraction, but at Newnan and at 
Carrollton the defendants make joint 
rates by adding certain differentials t 


the rates to Atlanta, which differen 
tials are less than the local rates 


from Atlanta to Carroliton. Upon 
a complaint which alleges that these 


1 


rates to Carrollton violate sections 1, 
3, and 4 of the act, and specifically 
brings in question the basing-point 
system of rate making as applied at 
Carrollton; Held: (1) That the de- 
fendants, having filed applications to 
be relieved from the operation of the 
fourth section of the act, and deter 
mination of such applications by the 


Commission not having been reached 


this case may be decided under sec- 
tions 1 and 3, reserving decision under 
section 4 until the Commission passes 
upon the appropriate applications of 
the carriers. (2) That the basing 
point system of rate making does not 
now demand that joint through rates 
over long distances to local or non- 
ompetitive points should be made by 
adding to basing-point rates either 
the full locals or high differentials 
(3) That, in the making of joint 
through rates on long-distance traffi 
to local or non-competitive points, the 
differentials above the rates to the 
basing points should bear some rea 
sonabie relation to the total distances 
involved, in order that the rates t 
the local points may be just and ft 
avoid subjecting such local points t: 
prejudice or disadvantage that is un 
due. (4) That, where the long-haul 
traffic to local stations is meager 
these differentials may be higher 
than otherwise they would be. (5) 
That the present rates to Carrolltor 
are unjust and unreasonable and sub 
ject that place to undue prejudic« 
and disadvantage, in that the defend 
ants, in making rates on long hauls 
from Baltimore and related points 
and from Louisville and related points 
add to the competitive rates to the 
basing point, Atlanta, differentials 
or arbitraries which, as componen 
parts of joint through rates, are ex 
cessive and unreasonable when tl 
total length of the haul is considered 
and do not add such differentials o 
arbitraries to commercially competi 
tive points, such as Cedartown. (6 
That, in view of all the circumstance 
and conditions here shown, difference 
and discriminations in rates as bé 
tween Atlanta, Cedartown and Car 
roliton may be justified; but the prej 
udice and disadvantage to which Car 
rollton may be subjected should not 
for the present, exceed the. differen 
tials herein prescribed as maxima. (7 
That, under the circumstances of th 

















case no reparation should be awarded; 
Aug. 9, p. 322. 

Board of Trade of the City of Chicago 
vs. Chicago & Alton Railroad Co. et 
al. No. 4752. Opinion No. 2379 (27 
cE a. ©. tep., p. 530). Submitted 
Nov. 18, 1912. Decided June 23, 1913. 
(1) Proportional rate of 10 cents per 
100 pounds on wheat from Minneapolis 
to Chicago found to be neither un- 
reasonable nor unjustly discrimin- 
atory. (2) An arrangement under 
which Minneapolis pays 25 cents on 
flour to the east and to central freight 
association territory, while Chicago 
must pay 10 cents more than Minne- 
apolis for its wheat and 16.7 cents 
east on its flour, a total of 26.7 cents, 
is unjustly discriminatory and the dis- 
crimination should be removed. (3) 
Milling in transit is established to 
give to the miller the benefit of the 
through grain rate which he could 
not otherwise obtain. If rival mills 
may procure their wheat from the 
same producing points at the same 
through rate, the principle is satis- 
fied, and one miller should not expect 
to enter another milling point and 
reship the raw material there found 
to his own mill on an equality with 
the miller by whom the raw material 
has been accumulated. And so held 
with respect to an adjustment of rates 
under which Chicago can ship direct 
from points of production al rates as 
low or lower than Minneapolis, but 
cannot draw from Minneapolis cer- 
tain wheat there accumulated and re- 
ship to Chicago on the same basis as 
the Minneapolis miller. (4) Chicago’s 
failure to attract wheat in the same 
volume as Minneapolis is a disad- 
vantage due to commercial rather 
than transportation conditions and is 
not chargeable to the defendants. (5) 
Wheat, on the one hand, and barley, 
rye, oats, and other coarse grains, on 
the other, do not constitute such “‘like 
traffic’ that a different charge for 
their contemporaneous transportation 
is violative of section 2; July 19, p. 
156. , 
joney & Harper Milling Co. vs. At- 
lantic Coast Line Railroad et al. No. 
5708 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 383). Sub- 
mitted Oct 6, 1913. Decided Nov. 4, 
1913. From Cincinnati, O., and Louis- 
ville, Ky., to Wilmrngton, N. C., the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway and its 
connections maintain a rate on corn 
and its products of 20 cents per 100 
pounds which is applicable to ship- 
ments having origin beyond, as well 
as to those originating at Cincinnati 
or Louisville. To Charleston, Savan- 
nah, Brunswick and Jacksonville the 
same carriers participate in a rate of 
23 cents per 100 pounds and a pro- 
portional rate 2 cents lower. On com- 
plaint that the rate to Washington is 
unjust and unreasonable and that the 
existing adjustment unduly discrim- 
inates against Wilmington and in favor 
of the other ports; Held: That the al- 
legations of unreasonableness and un- 
due discrimination are not sustained, 
and that the rates complained of are 
not shown to be otherwise in vio- 
lation of law. Complaint dismissed; 
Nov. 22, p. 944. 

Boston Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. No. 
4895. Opinion No. 2418 (28 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 230). Submitted April 25, 
1913. Decided June 9, 1913. (1) 
Complainants ask that rates from the 
Atlantic seaboard to Colorado and 
Utah contmon points be so adjusted 
that the through rate will be less than 
the combination upon Chicago or the 
Mississippi River; Heid: That ordi- 
narily the through rate is and should 
be less than the sums of the interme- 
diates, for the reason that the cost 

of the through movement is less, and 
the present instance is no exception 
to this rule. (2) It is a fundamental 
maxim of rate making that the rate 
per ton-mile shall decrease as the 

distance increases, but it is not a rule 
of such universal or imperative ap- 

plication that every shipper is as a 
matter of right entitled to the bene- 
fit of it, nor can it be said that to 

disregard this rule creates of neces- 

sity a discrimination. (3) Upon the 
facts disclosed by the record com- 
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plainants do not make out an undue 
discrimination; but they show rather 
an unnatural and wun unreasonable 
rate condition. Balancing the effect 
upon the carriers by reduction in rev- 
enues which must ensue upon a re- 
moval of this complaint against the 
slight benefit which would accrue to 
complainants, the Commission is of 
the opinion that no action should be 
taken now; Sept. 6, p. 483. 

Brooms, In the Matter of Rates on, to 
Colorado points. I. & S. No. 219. 
Opinion No. 2435 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
310).° Submitted Aug. 19, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 14, 1913. Proposed increase 
in rates for transportation of brooms 
from various points co Colorado com- 
mon points found to have been justi- 
fied; Nov. 8 p. 839. 

Bruce & West Mfg. Co. vs. Erie et al. 
(See Gottron Bros. vs. Genessee & 
Wyoming et al). 

California Pole & Piling Co. et al. vs. 
Southern Pacific; Frank L. McGillian 
et al. vs. Same. No. 4053. Opinion 
No. 2393 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 669). 
R. B. Swayne, Incorporated, vs. Same. 
No. 4266 (Sub-Nos. 1 and 2). Sub- 
mitted Feb. 15, 1913. Decided June 19, 
1913. Rates on poles and piling which 
exceed by $1 per ton rates on lumber 
from points in Oregon to stations on 
defendant’s lines in California not 
found unreasonable. complaints dis- 
missed; July 26, p. 208. 


Camilla, Ga. vs. Atlantic Coast Line 


et al. (See Pelham, Ga. vs. Same.) 

Carnegie Board of Trade et al. vs. 
Pennsylvania Co. et al. No. 4876. 
Opinion No. 2390 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
122). Submitted Dec. 6, 1912. De- 
cided June 19, 1913. Special fares for 
the movement of passengers in guar- 
anteed numbers in one day, without 
baggage-checking privileges, may be 
provided by carriers under the per- 
mission given in section 22 of the act 
to regulate commerce. In the absence 
of discrimination the Commission, 
however, has no power to prescribe 
such fares; Aug. 2, p. 244. 


Cedar Rapids Commercial Club vs. Chi- 


cago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. 
No. 3068. Fort Dodge Shippers As- 
sociation vs. Chicago Great Western 
R. R. Co. No. 4447. State of Iowa et 
al. vs. Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis 
& Omaha Ry Co. et al. No. 3464. 
Opinion No. 2403 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
76). Submitted March 21, 1913. De- 
cided June 17, 1913. The class rates 
between Chicago and points on the 
Missouri River are adjusted on an 80- 
cent scale, and between Chicago ana 
points on the Mississippi River in 
Iowa on scales of from 37.5 to 41.7 
cents. Upon complaint on behalf of 
the cities in the interior of the state 
of Iowa; Held: That the rates between 
such interior points and Chicago are 
unreasonable and unduly discrimina- 
tory in comparison with the rates to 
the river towns, and the carirers are 
required to submit to the Commission 
for approval a revised basis of such 
rates grading the 80-cent Missouri 
River scale back across the state. 
Reparation denied; Aug. 9, p. 320. 


Cement: I. & S. Docket No. 257 (28 I. 


Cc. C. Rep., p. 477). Submitted July 
12, 19138. Decided Nov. 10, 1913. (1) 
Proposed increase in rate on cement 
from Mason City, Ia., to Internationa] 
‘alls, Minn., by the cancelation of the 
existing rate between these points, 
applicable also to intermediate sta- 
tions, of 13 cents per 100 pounds, 
found not to be justified. (2) A rate 
otherwise reasonable is not shown to 
be unduly low by the presence in the 
carrier’s tarit of a higher rate for 
a shorter distance involving a fourth 
section violation. Adjustment should 
be made with respect to the latter 
rate; Nov. 29, p. 1002. 


Cherokee Lumber Co. et al. vs. Atlantic 


Coast Line Railroad Co. et al. No. 
4718. Opinion No, 2362 (27 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 438). Submitted April 4, 1913. 
Decided June 3, 1913. Rates on lum- 
ber in carloads from certain stations 
in North Carolina on the Wilmington- 
Sanford branch of the Atlantic Coast 
Line to certain Virginia cities proper, 
and for beyond, found to be unduly 
discriminatory as compared with rates 





to the same points from certain other 
points on the same line; July 5, p. 28. 

Chicago River & Indiana Harbor. I. & 
S. No. 233 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 390). 
Submitted Sept. 25, 1913. Decided 
Nov. 4, 1913. Upon protests against 
the cancelation of provision for ab- 
sorption by respondents of the charges 
of the Chicago River & Indiana Rail- 
road Co. for car-float deliveries in 
Chicago, such cancelations were sus- 
pended. Protestants either withdrew 
their protests or failed to appear at 
the hearing. It appearing that re- 
spondents can effect deliveries through 
other channels witn less expense to 
themselves and without additional cost 
to the public, the order of suspension 
is vacated; Nov. 22, p. 947. 

Clay. I. & 8S. Docket No. 227. Opinion 
No. 2428 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 286). 
Submitted Oct 5, 1913 Decided Oct. 
13, 1913. Proposed increased rate on 
brick from points in the Kansas gas 
belt to Chicago, Rovk Island & Pacific 
Ry. stations in Iowa found not to 
have been justified; Nov. 1, p. 790. 

Clay. I. & S. Docke, No. 268. Opinion 
No. 2430 (28 I C. C. Rep., p. 292). 
Submitted July 7, 1913 Decided Oct. 
13, 1913. Increased rates on _ brick 
in carload lots from Hocking, Shaw- 
nee and Zanesville groups in southern 
Ohio to Huntington, W. Va., not justi- 
fied; Nov. 1, p. 793 

Clinton Sugar Refining Co. vs. Chicago 
& Northwestern Railway Co. No. 5842 
(28 I, C. C. Rep., p. 364). Submitted 
Sept. 29, 1913. Decided Oct. 14, 1913. 
Under the tariffs of the defendant in 
force between May 3, 1910, and Aug. 
15, 1912, taken in connection with the 
requirements announced by this Com- 
mission touching the shipment of the 
products of grain milled in transit, 
the complainant is not entitled to a 
recovery on account of unsused tran- 
sit; Nov. 22, p. 934. 

Coal. I. & S. Docket No. 251. Opinion 
No. 2440 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 328). 
Submitted July 23, 1913. Decided Oct. 
6, 1913. Proposed increases found to 
be result of dispute between carriers 
over divisions and aot justified; Nov. 
8, p. 845. 


Colorado Manufacturers’ Association et 


al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway Co. et al. No. 4638. Traffic 
Bureau of the Sioux City Commercial 
Club et al. vs, Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co. et al. No. 401. 
Opinion No. 2404 (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 82). Submitted Dec. 11, 1912. De- 
cided June 18, 1913. Upon complaint 
that the class and commodity rates 
between Colorado common points and 
ithe East are excessive and unduly dis- 
criminatory; Held: That the rates 
from Chicago and the Mississippi 
River to Colorado as fixed by the 
Commission in Kindel vs. N. Y., N. 
Hq. @& HE BR. BR: CO; 6 I CG. ches, 
are not shown to be unreasonable or 
unduly discriminatory, but the rates 
eastbound between the same points 
are unreasonable and must not ex- 
ceed the westbound rates; Held, fur- 
ther, That the class rates between 
Colorado common points and the Mis- 
souri River are excessive, and reason- 
able rates are prescribed for the fu- 
ture. Reparation denied; Aug. 9, p. 
331. 


Columbia Chamber of Commerce vs. 


Southern Railway Co. et al. No. 4656. 
Opinion No. 2444 (28 I. CC. C. Rep., 
p. 339). Submitted June 3, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 6, 1913. Upon a complaint 
alleging that the rates from eastern 
and western points of origin unduly 
prefer Augusta, Ga., and thereby sub- 
ject Columbia, 8S. C., to undue prej- 
udice; it appearing that Augusta and 
Columbia are similarly located, so far 
as transportation by rail is concerned, 
inland from Savannah, Ga., and 
Charleston, S. C., and also with re- 
spect to competition with each other 
and with the ports named; and it fur- 
ther appearing that on traffic from the 
east the carriers recognize this sim- 
ilarity of rail situation by equalizing 
the class rates to these cities; Held: 
(1) That with respect to commodity 
rates from the east, and to class and 
commodity rates from Cincinnati, O., 
Louisville, Ky., and Knoxville, Tenn., 
the differences in the rail locations of 
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these two cities or In their competi- 
tive relationships to the ports are not 
sufficient to justify the present dis- 
parities in rates in favor of Augusta. 
(2) That the rates on specific com- 
modities by rail, or by water-and- 
rail, from taltimore, Md., and the 
east to Columbia should not exceed 
those contemporaneously maintained 
from the same points to Augusta. 
(3) That the rates’on classes and on 
specific commodities from Cincinnati, 
from Louisville and from Knoxville 
should not exceed those contemporane- 
ously maintained from the same places 
to Augusta. (4) That from the lower 
Ohio and from Mississippi River cross- 
ings and from Nashville no change 
need be made in the present differ- 
entials over or under the rates from 
Cincinnati-Louisville to Augusta or 
to Columbia, as Columbia will derive 
all the relief in the rates from these 
gateways to which it is entitled by 
reason of location, through the ad- 
justment of the rates from Cincinnati- 
Louisville; Nov. 22, p. 924 

Commercial Club of the City of Duluth 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. et 
al. No. 4335. Opinion No. 2390 (27 I 
Cc. C. Rep., p. 639) Submitted Aug 
2, 1912. Decided June 9, 1913 (1) 


The present through rail-and-lake class | 
rates to Duluth from points east of | 


the Indiana-Illinois state line found to 
be unreasonable in and of themselves. 
The present scale of through rail-and- 
lake class rates to Duluth from trunk 
line territory also found to be unduly 
discriminatory when compared with 
through rail-and-lake rates from that 
territory of origin to Chicago. Rea- 
sonable and non-discriminatory rates 
prescribed for the future. (2) The 
narrow spread in the present joint 
through rail-lake-and-rail rates from 
points east of the Indiana-Illinois state 
line to the twin cities and in the joint 
through rail-and-lake rates from that 
territory of origin to Duluth found to 
deprive Duluth of the advantage of its 
location at the head of the lakes and 
to result in undue _ discrimination 
against Duluth, which will be relieved 
in some measure by the reduction here 
required in the through rates to Du- 
luth. A minimum scale of differen- 
tials prescribed for the future. (3) 
The contention of Duluth that the 
class rates on rail-and-lake traffic to 
the Northwest ought to break on its 
wharves instead of at the twin cities 
and that, in fairness to Duluth, the sum 
of the intermediate rates is the lowest 
rate adjustment that Minneapolis and 
St. Paul should have, is not sustained. 
Duluth cannot lawfully ask for any- 
thing more than a reasonable scale 
of rates and a reasonable relation of 
rates as between itself and the twin 
cities. To have the rates break at a 
particular point is not an inherent 
rate right. (4) Undue rate discrim- 
ination against towns adjacent to the 
twin cities, fourth-section violations, 
and evasions and manipulations grow- 
ing out of the loose policing of transit 
privileges at Duluth considered and 
disapproved, and the defendants re- 
quired, by October 1 next, to submit 
tariffs revised in those particulars; 
July 26, p. 195. 


Commercial Clyb of Omaha vs. Ander- 


son & Saline River Railway Co. et al.; 
and 17 other cases disposed of in the 
report itself or the orders entered here- 
in, wherein the parties are named, as 
follows: 3501 and intervening Peti- 
tion No. 1; 3515 and amendments Nos. 
1 to 13; 3533 and intervening petitions 
Nos. 1 and 2; 3534 and Amendment 
No. 1; 3573 and Sub-No. 1: 3656 and 
Sub-Nos. 1 to 13; 3657 and Sub-No. 
1; 3658 and Sub-Nos. 1 to 107; 3659 
and Sub-Nos. 1 to 52; 3665 and Sub- 
No. 1; 3683 and Sub-Nos. 1, 2, and 3: 
3695 and Sub-Nos. 1 to 8: 8790; 3795 
and Sub-No. 1; 3930; 3940 and Sub- 
Nos. 1 to 40, and 3999. Case No. 3056. 
Opinion No. 2351 (27 I. C. GC. Rep., p. 
302). Submitted Dec. 4, 1912. De- 
cided June 5, 1913. These cases are 
canfined to claims for reparation on 
the basis of the Commission’s findings 
in Commercial Club of Omaha vs. A. 
& S. R. Ry. Co., 18 I. C. C., 532; Held: 
(1) A complaint filed by an associ- 
ation on behalf of certain of its 





members who are named, and a find- 
ing that complainant’s members are 
entitled to reparation, does not in- 
clude members of the association other 
than those named in the complaint. 
(2) The mere submission of an ex- 
pense bill to the Commission is not 
proof of damage (3) There is here 
no record upon which the proper re- 
lationship of rates as between dif- 
ferent groups of points of origin on 
the Kansas City Southern Ry. can be 
determined (4) The rates to Omaha, 
jncoln and Des Moines having been 
found to be unreasonable, shipments 
made to those points and rebilled there- 
from are, for the purpose of determin- 
ing as to reparation, to be considered 
as having been made to those basing 
points locally. (5) Where a consignee 
pays freight charges to the carrier 
and then deducts the amount thereof 
from the purchase price due the ven- 
dor, the consignee tias not been dam- 
aged by the freight rate and can not, 
therefore, be heard to claim reparation. 
(6) No reparation may be allowed in 
a case where it has been found that 
the industrial road serving consignor’s 
plant, originating the shipment and 
receiving an allowance from the car- 


riers was a plant facility, or was a | 


participant in the joint rate under 
which the shipment moved. (7) Cases 
in which allegations of complant were 
not substantiated, or attempted to be 
substantiated, dismissed. (8) Certain 
consignors are entitled to reparation, 
July 5; p 4. 


Commodities. I & S. Docket No. 201. 


Opinion No. 2424 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
265). Submitted May 1, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 6, 1913. (1) Proposed in- 


creased rates on commodities between | 


Missouri River points not found to 
result in excessive revenue to respond- 
ents, and when certain modifications 
shall have been made as agreed be- 
tween respondents and protestants 
order of suspensioiu will be vacated 
and investigation discontinued, (2) 
While the law casts upon respondents 
the burden of showing that the in- 
creased rates are reasonable, it is but 
fair that parties at whose instance 
suspensions are ordered should pre- 
sent to the Commission all facts, cir- 
cumstances, conditions, or reasons 
which, in their opinion, tend to show 
that the increases should not be al- 
lowed; Oct. 25, p. 740. 


Consolidated Fuel Co. et al. vs. Atchison 


Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. et al. 
No. 3811. Opinion No. 2383 (27 L C. 
Cc. Rep., p. 554). Submitted July 18, 
1912. Decided June 23, 1913. (1) 
The Denver & Rio Grande Railway 
Co. in competing commercially in in- 
terstate coal markets, through the op- 
erations of a coal company owned by 
it, not only violates the commodities 
clause of the act, but is guilty of an un- 
just rate discrimination against the 
complainants, in that the group rates 
apply only from its junction with the 
industrial lines of the complainiants, 
while they are applicable directly from 
its own mines on its own branch lines, 
the latter being operated under gen- 
eral conditions substantially similar to 
those surrounding the operation of the 
industrial lines of the complainants. 
(2) Without entering an order, sev- 
eral forms of relief which the com- 
plainants may have under the cir- 
cumstances of the case are indicated 
on the report, and the tari%s in ques- 
tion are required promptly to be ad- 
justed in one form vr the other, the 
rate situation as readjusted to be 
maintained so long as the Denver & 
Rio Grande competes commercially in 
interstate markets with the complain- 
ants; July 19, p. 166. 


Consolidated Pump Co. vs. Lake Shore 


& Michigan Southern Ry. et al. No. 
4538. Opinion No. 2376 (27 I. Cc. C. 
Rep., p. 519). Submitted May 13, 1912. 
Decided June 23, 1913. Upon an ap- 
plication to the Commission to re- 
quire the defendants to furnish a 
switch at its factory, so it can re- 
ceive and deliver freight from and to 
the cars of defendants; Held: That 
the record does not present a state of 
facts upon basis of which the Com- 
mission may order the relief sought by 
complainant; July 12, p. 91. 
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Constitution Publishing Co. et al. vs. 


Central of Georgia et al. (See Atlanta 
Journal.) 


Crutchfield, Woolfolk & Clore et al. vs. 


Da 


D 


D 


D 


D 


Flicrida East Coast Railway Co. et 
al. No. 5041 (Sub-No. 1). M. George 
& Co. et al. vs. Same. Case No. 5041. 
Opinion No. 2426 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
274). Submitted Dec. 17, 1912. De- 
cided Oct. 6, 1913. Rates charged by 
defendants for transportation of veg- 
etables in mixed carloads and potatoes 
in hampers from points on the line 
of the Florida East Coast Ry., in 
Florida, to Chicago, lll., found unrea- 
sonable (ct 25, l 741 

iry Products . & S. Docket No. 244, 
Opinion No. 2441 (28 L C. C, Rep., 
p. 330) Submitted July 28, 1913. De- 
cided Oct 14, 1913. Proposed L 
crease not found to be justified by 
bookkeeping loss and carrier’s desire 
to replace commodity rates with class 
rates; Nov. 8, p. 846. 

elivery I. & S. Docket No. 226. Opin- 
ion No, 2353 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 347). 
Submitted May 16, 1913. Decided June 
17, 1913. Store-door delivery of cer- 
tain classes of property transported 
from designated points having been 
given at Baltimore, Md., and Wash 
ington, D. C., for many years, and the 
carriers proposing to withdraw such 
service at Washington, while continu- 
ing it at Baltimore; Held: That the 
service must be continued at Wash- 
ington so long as ,.t is continued at 
Baltimore; July 5, p. 13. 

etroit Switching Charges. I & S No. 
225. (28 I. C. C, Rep., p. 494). Sub- 
mitted Oct. 15, 1913. Decided Nov. 4, 
1913. Carriers ave failed to~ justify 
the increases in charges for switching 
at Detroit, Mich., specified in the 
tariffs of the Michigan Central and 
Pere Marquette Railroad Companies; 
their present charges are just and rea- 
sonable and should not be exceeded 
for the future; neither has the Detroit 
Terminal Railroad justified the in- 
creases proposed, but that road is al- 
lowed to recast and somewhat increase 
its present switching charges; Dec 
6, p. 1042. 

illon Coal & Transfer Co. vs. Oregon 
Short Line Railroad et al. No. 5211 
Opinion No. 2405. Submitted April 
22, 1913. Decided June 19, 1913. Al- 
though advised by the Commission 
that his claim informally presented 
would be considered only on the for- 
mal docket, the ,etitioner took n 
further action for five vears and then 
filed this complaint; Held: That 
is barred under section 16 of the act 
Aug. 2, p. 253. 

ixie Dairymen’s Association vs. Yazo« 
& Mississippi Valley Railroad Co. No 
4840. Opinion No. 2385 (27 I. Cc. C 
Rep., p. 618). Submitted Nov. 15 
1912. Decided June 19, 1913. (1) Ths 
existing rates of the defendant o1 
milk from points in the state of Mis- 
sissippi into New Orleans found to 
be excessive and reasonable rates ars 
prescribed for the future. (2) In the 
readjustment of its rates made neces- 
sary by the finding and order hereir 
it is suggested that a distinction b« 
made by the defendant as betwee: 
milk and cream; the latter being a 
commodity several times more valuabl« 
than milk may properly take a some 
i higher rate basis; July 19, p 


East Dubuque Supply Co. vs. Illinois 
Central Railroad Co. No. 5498 (28 I 


Cc. C. Rep., p. 425). Submitted July 
23, 1913. Decided Oct. 13, 1913. Raté 
of 5 cents per 100 pounds on beer ir 
carloads from Dubuque, Iowa, to East 
Dubuque, IIl., not found unreasonable 
Complaint dismissed. Nov. 22, p. 954 


Eastern Wheel Manufacturers’ Associ 


ation et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg 
Railway Co. et al. No. 5292. Opinior 
No. 2356 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 370) 
Submitted May 16, 1913. Decided Jun: 
17, 1913. Complaint is made agains 
the assessment of charges higher tha: 
the lumber rates for the shipment o 
club-turned spokes originating sout} 
of the Potomac and Ohio rivers and i: 
the Southwest to points in trunk-lin: 
territory, and also to points south o 
the Ohio and the Potomac and in th: 
Southwest. A large number of woo 
articles analogous to  celub-turne: 
spokes move at the lumber rate. Spok: 
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manufacturers compete with manufac- 
turers of lumber and other wood art- 
icles in the purchase of stumpage. 
Certain spoke manufacturers in the 
South enjoy lower rates to the east 
than competing manufacturers in the 
Same section and on the same rail- 
way lines. The rates to the east are 
almost uniformly higher than the lum- 
ber rates, while those to the west are 
in most instances the same; Held: 
(1) The saving of freight to the con- 
sumer and loss of tonnage to the car- 
rier, due to the loss in weight in the 
manufacture of club-turned spokes 
from the rough billet, is not a valid 
reason for increased ratings. (2) It 
is unjust, unreasonable and discrim- 
inatory to force club-turned spokes 
to bear higher rates than are imposed 
for a like service upon the many an- 
alogous wood articles which move at 
lumber rates. (3) Defendant’s tariffs 
show great lack of uniformity in the 
manner of publishing rates on club- 
turned spokes and in the relation of 
those rates to the rates on lumber. 
This situation should be remedied and 
the change should be toward greater 
uniformity. Rough lumber and fin- 
ished products should not be given 
the same rating. The differentiation, 
however, must be based upon correct 
principles of classification. The sug- 
gestion is submitted that the three 
classification committees publish a 
uniform lumber list, fixing a proper 
rate relationship between manufac- 
tured articles and the rough lumber 
from which they are made; July 12, p. 
56. 

Elgin Commercial Club vs. Boston & 
Maine Railroad et al. No. 5838 (28 
. &  o. 2a. fh Bees Same vs. 
Pennsylvania Co. et al. Case No. 5338 
(Sub-No. 1). Submftted Oct. 25, 1913. 
Decided Nov. 4, 1913. Class an com- 
modity rates from Trunk Line and 
Central Freight Association teritories 
to Elgin, IlL, found to be unjustly 
discriminatory in so far as they ex- 
ceed the rates contemporaneously 
maintained from the same point to 
Aurora, Ill; Nov. 22, p. 943. 

Enaree Manufacturing. Co. et al. vs. 
Louisville & Nashville et al. (See 
Victor Mfg. Co.) 

Express. In the Matter of Express 
Rates, Practices, Accounts and Rev- 
enues. No. 4198. California Com- 
mercial Association vs. Weils Fargo 
& Co. No. 1280. M. S. Kohlberg & 
Co, vs. Same. No. 1911. California 
Commercial Association vs. Same. No. 
1916. Bengt E. Sundberg vs. Great 
Northern Express Co. et al. No. 2175. 
Same vs. American Express Co. et 
al. No. 2176. Same vs. Wells Fargo 
& Co. No. 2246. Memphis Freight 
Bureau et al vs. Adams Express Co. 
et al. No. 4302; Nov. 22, p. 954. 


Express Rates, Practices, Accounts and 


Revenues. No. 4198. Opinion No. 
2408 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 131). No. 1280 
California Commercial Association vs. 
Wells; Fargo & Co. No. 1911. M. S. 
Kohlberg & Co. vs. Wells, Fargo & 
Co. No. 1916. California Commer- 
cial Association vs. Wells, Fargo & 
Co. No. 2175. Bengt E. Sundberg 
vs. Great Northern Express Co. et al. 
No. 2176. Same vs. American Ex- 
press Co. et al. No. 2246, Same 
vs. Wells, Fargo & Co. No. 
4302. Memphis Freight Bureau 
et al. vs. Adams Express Co. 
et al. Submitted April 1, 1913. De- 
cided July 24, 1913. Upon further 
hearing, under the report and order 
of June 8, 1912, and the order of Dec. 
10, 1912, and after due consideration 
of the showing made by the respon- 
dents herein; Held: (1) That the said 
respondents be required to publish the 
proposed Directory of Express Sta- 
tions fixing the location of each such 
station by block number and subblock 
letter, as described in the report and 
order of June 8, 1912. (2) That they 
shall be required to issue a joint 
publication wherein the established 
pick-up and delivery limits shall be 
specifically defined as proposed in 
said report and order. (3) That they 
shall adopt the block system of stat- 
ing rates as proposed in said report 
and order. (4) That they shall adopt 
and iointlv publish a new and uniform 
classification as proposed in said re- 


port. (5) That they shall adopt and 
jointly publish the rules and regula- 
tions as proposed in said report and 
order. (6) That they shall discontinue 
the use of the present form of express 
receipt and adopt that herein pre- 
seribed. (7) That the joint rates pro- 
posed in said report and orders are 
just, reasonable and non-discrimina- 
tory, and that the said respondents 
shall cease and desist from charging 
rates in excess thereof. (8) That they 
shall publish joint tariffs as proposed 
in said report and order conforming to 
those contained herein. (9) That the 
order of June 8, 1912, be amended so 
as to require the attachment of the 
waybill and label therein prescribed 
to only one package in a shipment of 
two or more packages of perishable 
property; Aug. 9, p. 313. 

Federal Milling Co. vs. Minneapolis, St. 
Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. 
et al. No. 4918. Opinion No, 2396 
(27 I. Cc. C. Rep., p. 696). Submitted 
Nov. 26, 1912. Dec.ded June 18, 1913. 
The aggregate rate on wheat, all rail, 
from Minneapolis to New York, via 
Chicago and Lockport, N. Y., is 26c 
and on flour 25 cents. The aggregate 
rate on this wheat milled in transit 
at Lockport is 27.2 cents. Rate on 
wheat held to be unreasonable to the 
extent that it exceeds the rate con- 
temporaneously in effect on flour, and 
defendant carriers required to main- 
tain on wheat milled at Lockport tran- 
sit rates and reguations on the same 
relative basis as proposed by them 
in Board of Trade of the City of Chi- 
cago vs. C. & A. R. R. Co., 27 L. C. 
C., 530; July 26, p. 219. 

Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Florida vs. Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. et al. No. 5195. Same vs. 
Caloosahatchee River Steamboat Line 
et al. No. 5195 (Sub-No. 1) (28 L. C. 
C. Rep., p. 356). Submitted Oct. 8, 
1913. Decided Oct 14, 1913. Rates of 
33 cents per 100 pounds, carload, and 
25 cents per 100 pounds, less than car- 
load, for the transportation of citrus 
fruits from landings on upper Caloosa- 
hatchee River in Florida to Jackson- 
ville, Fla., when for beyond, found 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceed 31 cents, carload, and 34 cents, 
less than carload, which are prescribed 
as reasonable for the future; Nov. 22, 
p. 931. 


Fort Dodge Shippers’ Association vs. 


Chicago Great Western, (See Cedar 
Rapids Commercial Club.) 


Franke Grain Co. vs. Illinois Central 


Railroad Co. et al. No. 4187. Opinion 
No. 2387 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 625). 
Submitted May 23, 1912. Decided 
June 19, 1913. Defendant Minneapolis, 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co. 
published Oct. 1, 1910, an index of 
tariffs, circulars, etc., showing Illinois 
Central tariff, I. C. C. A-5735, to be 
still in effect. The tariff had, how- 
ever, been canceled Dec. 8, 1907. On 
applying to the agent of such defend- 
ant in Milwaukee, complainant was 
shown that company’s circular above 
mentioned, and also the Illinois Cen- 
tral tariff, which showed rate of 14.75 
cents per 100 pounds from Oto and 
Onawa, Iowa, to Honey Creek, Wis. 
Relying on the information thus ob- 
tained complainant purchased and 
shipped one carload of corn from Oto 
and two from Onawa to Honey Creek 
on which rates of 21.75 cents and 20 
cents, respectively, were applied; 
Held: That, under the decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court in Illi- 
nois Central R. R. Co. vs. Henderson 
Elevator Co., 226, U. S., 441, and 
other cases cited, complainant cannot 
recover damages on account of the 
failure of defendant~ to have the 
proper tari posted at its stations; 
and that, as the record does not show 
that the rates charged were unrea- 
sonable, the complaint must be dis- 
missed; Aug. 9, p. 288. 


Fresh Meats. I. & S. Docket No. 236 


(28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 454). Submitted 
Oct 24, 1913. Decided Nov. 10, 1913. 
Proposed increased joint rates on 
fresh meats in carloads from Omaha 
and South Omaha, Neb., St. Louis, 
Mo., East St. Louis, Ill.. and St. Paul, 
Minn., to points in Oklahoma found 
to nn to have been justified; Nov. 29, 
p. 993. 
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George & Co., M. et al. vs. Florida East 
Coast Railway. (See Crutchfield, Wool- 
folk & Clore.) 

Georgian Co. et al. vs. Central of Geor- 
gia et al. (See Atlanta Journal.) 

German Kali Works, Inc., vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. et 
al. No. 5391. Opinion No. 2417 (28 IL 
Cc. C. Rep. 223). Submitted May 10, 
1913. Decided June, 9, 1913. (1) Pres- 
ent classification of sulphate of pot- 
ash and muriate of potash as fifth- 
class in carloads in the western clas- 
sification not found unreasonable, and 
the classification of kainit and mur- 
iate of patash as fourth class in less 
than carloads is proper; but the less- 
than-carload rating on sulphate of 
potash: should be fourth class instead 
of third class. (2) The fifth-ciass 
rating on sulphate of potash and mur- 
iate of potash in carloads not found 
unjustly discriminatory as compared 
with class E oh kainit and other fer- 
tilizers in carloads. (3) Muriate of 
potash, sulphate of potash, kainit, 
double manure salts, manure salts, 
sylvanite and hartsalz may be shipped 
in mixed carloads at the fifth-class 
rate, with a minimum carload weight 
of 40,000 pounds; Sept. 6, p. 480. 

Gottron Brothers Co. vs. Genesee & 
Wyoming Railroad Co. et al. No. 
3943. Bruce & West Manufacturing 
Co. vs. Erie Railroad Co. et al. No. 
3737. Morton Salt Co. vs. Buffalo, 
Rochester & Pittsburgh Railway Co. 
et al. No. 4289. Sterling Salt Co. 
vs. Pennsylvania Railroad Co. et al. 
No. 4536. Opinion No. 2400 (28 I. C. 
C. Rep., p. 38). Submitted March 25, 
1913. Decided June 23, 1913. (1) The 
all-rail rate of 10 cents per 100 pounds 
on coarse salt in bulk, from the New 
York producing field to Chicago, be- 
ing compelled by water competition, 
it is Held: That the normal rate of 
14 cents between those points, when 
scaled back to intermediate points in 
accordance with the percentage basis, 
does not result in discriminatory rates 
as alleged, or in rates that are un- 
reasonable. (2) The allegation of a 
preference of Detroit, and a conse- 
quent discrimination against the New 
York field, in the rates on salt to 
destinations in central] freight associ- 
ation territory not sustained, and the 
adjustment to this consuming terri- 
tory from both producing fields found 
to establish a proper rate relation. (3) 
A higher rate on salt in bulk than on 
salt in packages held to be neither 
unreasonable or unduly discrimina- 
tory when the differentials are not 
disproportionate to the difference in 
transportation conditions. (4) A 
shipment of coarse salt in 200-pound 
sacks held not entitled to the rate 
published for coarse salt in bulk, it 
being well understood in the salt trade 
that the latter phrase applies only to 
salt shipped without containers. (5) 
By the inadvertent omission in a tar- 
iff of a qualifying phrase a rate of 10 
cents, intended to apply only on coarse 
salt in bulk, became applicable on 
coarse salt in packages; Held: That 
the statutory burden of justifying the 
increased rate resulting from the sub- 
sequent correction of the tariff is 
fully met by the carriers when the 
en are explained; Aug. 22, 
p. 250. 

Grain. I. & S. Docket No. 230 (28 I. 
Cc. C. Rep., p. 462). Submitted July 
14, 1918. Decided Nov. 4, 1913. (1) 
Proposed increase in rates on grain 
and grain products to Fort Smith & 
Western R. R. stations in Oklahoma 
found not to have been justified. (2) 
Disagreement among participating 
carriers regarding the amount of their 
respective divisions of the through 
rate not justification for increase in 
rates; Nov. 29, p. 996. 


Grain. I. & S. No. 239 (28 I. C. C. Rep., 


P. 354). Submitted Sept. 11, 1913. 
Decided Oct. 14, 1913. Proposed in- 
creased rates on grain between sta- 
tions on line of Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway between Spencer 
and Manila, Iowa, and intermediate 
stations not justified. Present rates 
just and reasonable: Nov. 22, p. 930. 


Grain in C. F. A. Territorv. I. & 8S. 


Docket No. 232. (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 549). Submitted Nov. 14, 1913. De- 
cided Dec. 8, 1913. (1) Proposed in- 
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crease in reshipping rates on malt 
from Milwaukee and Chicago to points 
in central freight association territory 
and to western termini of trunk lines 
has been justified. Order of suspen- 
sion vacated. (2) Proposed increase 
in rates on certain by-products of grain 
from Mississippi River crossings has 
not been justified. Present rates 
should be continued in ‘effect. (3) 
Proposed increase in proportional rates 
from upper Mississippi River crossings 
as compared with those from the 
lower crossings has not been justified. 
Present rates should be continued for 
the future. (4) Proposed general in- 
crease in grain rates from [Illinois 
points ‘to markets of consumption has 
been justified, but lawfulness of in- 
dividual rates not pasesd on; Dec. 27, 
p. 1192. 

Hampton Manufacturing vs. Old 
Dominion Steamship Co. et al No. 
5395. Opinion No. pe 2... &,.. & 
Rep., p. 666). Submitted May 1, 1913 
Decided June 20, 1913. Charges for 
the transfer in transit, at New York, 
N. Y., of certain less-than-carload 
shipments of iron columns from 
Hampton, Va., to Kings Park, Long 
Island, N. Y., and from Kings Park 
to Hampton on return movements, 
not shown to have been unreasonable. 
Reparation denied and complaint dis- 
missed; July 26, p. 207. 

faverhill Box Board Co. vs. 

Albany Railroad Co. et al. No. 5350 
Opinion No. 2443 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p 
336). Submitted July 28, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 14, . 1913. Petition to es- 
tablish between two points in same 
state a through route and joint rate 
via a circuitous interstate route, dis- 
missed; Nov. 15, p. 888. 

Hay. I. & S. Docket No. 228. 
No. 2368 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
Submitted May 5, 1913. Decided 
16, 1913. (1) Proposed rates on hay 
from points in the northwest to the 
Ohio River crossings held to have been 
justified. Order of suspension va- 
eated. (2) No undue discrimination 
found on the proposed rates in favor 
of the Michigan hay-producing ter- 
ritory as against shipping points in 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; July 12, p. 
86. 

Hennepin Paper Co. et al. vs. Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. et al. No. 4354. 
Opinion No. 2397 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
699). Submitted April 27, 1912. De- 
cided June 18, 1913. The application 
on news print paper of lower rates 
from New England milling points to 
Central Freight Association territory 
and from Wisconsin milling points to 
southwestern points than from Little 
Falls and Sartell, Minn., to the same 
destinations, not shown to constitute 
unjust discrimination under section 3 
of the act to regulate commerce. Com- 
plaint dismissed; July 26, p. 220. 

Hicks-Fuller- Pierson 
cago, Burlington & 
(See Taylor, John, Dry 
al.) 


Holland Blow 
Coast Line 
3964. Opinion 
Rep., p 488). 
1913 Decided 


Co 


9299 4 


Boston & 


Opinion 
465) 
June 


al. vs. Chi- 
Quincy et al 
Co. et 


Co. et 


Goods 


Stave Co. vs. Atlantic 

Railroad Co. et al. No. 
No. 2371 (27 1. C. C 
Submitted April 20, 

June 16, 1913. In view 
of additional facts presented at the 
rehearing of this case the order of 
the Commission in the former proceed- 
ing establising adjustment of rates 
on barrel staves and headings from 
Decatur, Ala., to western markets not 
to exceed 4 cents over the rates from 
Memphis, vacated; July 12, p. 88. 

Huerfano Coal Co. et al. vs. Colorado 
& Southeastern Railroad Co, et al. 
Case No. 5734. (281. C. C. Rep., p. 502.) 
Submitted Oct. 21, 1913. Decided Nov. 
10, 1913. (1) Each carrier subject to 
the act is charged with the duty of 
furnishing cars for the transportation 
conducted over its line. (2) A car- 
rier’s obligation to furnish cars for 
shipments to points upon the lines of 
its connection is joint with the latter, 
and contracts with them can not re- 
lieve it of its portion of such joint 
liability. (3) Trackage contract be- 
tween Colorado & Southeastern R. R. 
and Colorado & Southern Ry. found to 
cause an undue discrimination against 
petitioners in the matter of car sup- 
ply; Dee. 13, p. 1086. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


In the 


Suspension of Schedules Providing for 
the Cancelation of Joint Rates for the 
Transportation of Coal from Mines in 
Kentucky and West Virginia to Mil- 
waukee, Manitowoc and Kewaunee, 
Wis,, via Pere Marquette Railroad and 
Car Ferry. Il. & 8S. Docket No. 181. 
(28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 527). Submitted 
Oct 2, 1913. Decided Dec. 8, 1913. The 
holding of the original opinion, 27 1. 
Cc. C., 223, as to the maintenance of 
routes and rates for the transportation 
of soft coal from certain West Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky mines to points 
on the west shore of Lake Michigan, 
when destined to points beyond, is 
affirmed. An advance of 10 cents per 
ton in the proportional rates here in 
question is likewise permitted; Dec. 
27, p. 1183. 

Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in. Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Building Stone between Sandstone 
and Banning, Minn., and Kansas 
City and Omaha. I. & 8S. Docket No. 
247. Opinion No. 2425 (28 IL Cc. C 
Rep., p. 269). Submitted July 15. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1913. Respondents pub- 
lished joint commodity rates on build- 
ing, curbing and paving stone from 
Sandstone and Banning, Minn., to 
Kansas City, Omaha and other Mis- 
souri River points, and provided in 
their tariffs that upon request there- 
for they would establish rates no 
higher from intermediate points. 
Upon request for the establishment of 
such rates from an intermediate point, 
respondents filed cancellation of 
rates from Sandstone and Banning; 
Heid, That respondents have failed to 
show that the resulting increased 
rates would be reasonable; that the 
existing rates are, and for the future 
will be, reasonable; and that respond- 
ents should establish rates no higher 
from intermediate points upon proper 


request therefor; Oct 25, p 743. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


In 


Suspension of Advances in Rates 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Butter and Eggs from Topeka, Kan., 
to Memphis, Tenn., and Other Points. 
i & S Docket No 200. Opinion No 
2395 (27 I C C Rep, p 692). Sub- 
mitted May 13, 1913. Decided June 
18, 1913. The proposed withdrawal of 
commodity rates on butter and eggs 
from Topeka to Memphis and the 
Southeast, and the imposition of 
higher class rates held not to have 
been justified of record; July 26, p 217. 
the Matter of Coal Rates from the 
Anthracite Region to Points on the 
New Haven Railroad. Fourth Sec- 
tion Applications Nos 774 and 5301. 
Opinion No 2419 (28 I C C Rep, p 235). 
Submitted Sept 26, 1912. Decided 
June 16, 1913. Respondent allowed to 
make a less charge than is made to 
intermediate points on prepared sizes 
of anthracite coal, all-rail, from mines 
in the anthracite region to Boston, 
Needham, Needham Heights and 
Newton Upper Falls, Mass.; Aug 23, 
p 409. 


the the 


Matter of 
the Pro- 
Mixed at 
Docket No. 


Regulations Applicable on 
ducts of Corn Milled or 
Oneonta, N. Y. IL. & 8S. 
203. Opinion No. Gz tc. . 
Rep. p. 367) Submitted May 25 1913. 
Decided June 3, 1913. Under present 
tariffs corn with other grain origin- 
ating at Chicago may be milled at 
Oneonta, N. Y., on the Delaware & 
Hudson Co., on basis of the joint 
through rate on the product from Chi- 
cago to final destination. By the 
tariff under suspension herein, the 
Delaware & Hudson Co. proposes to 
eancel this basis of transit rates on 
corn when its products are forwarded 
from Oneonta to points on the Boston 
& Maine Railroad, which will have 
the effect of increasing the basis of 
charge on such grain to the combi- 
nation of the local rates to and from 
Oneonta. Proposed change not found 
to be justified by the facts of record 
and tariff effecting it directed to be 
canceled: July 5, p. 21. 


9onr 
2350. 


In the Matter of the Investigation and 


Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Cottonseed and Cottonseed Products 
from Points in Texas to New Orleans, 
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Investigation &| 
Suspension of New Milling-in-Transit 
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In 


In 


In 


La. I. & S. Docket No 204. 
No 2416. (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 219). 
Submitted May 20, 1913. Decided 
16, 1913. For reasons given in the re- 
port the restriction to certain routes 
of the application of the export rate 
of 18% cents per 100 pounds on cot- 
tonseed and its products from Texas 
points to New Orleans found not un- 
reasonable. Order of suspension va- 
cated; Aug. 23, p. 408. 

the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Class and 
Commodity Rates Between Points in 
Iowa and Minnesota and Points in Pa- 
cific Coast Territory. I. & §& Docket 
No, 207. Opinion No, 2398. (28 I. C. 
Cc. Rep., p. 1.) Submitted May 
1913. . Decided June 17, 1913. (1) Pro- 
posed readjustment of Group F with 
respect to class traffic to and from the 
South Pacific coast terminals to and 
from the southwestern intermountain 
territory found to have been justified 
by the respondent (2) Order of sus- 
pension en.ered herein vacated except 
as to a proposed increased rate on 
salt from Duluth to the territory above 
described; Aug. 2, p. 244. 

the Matter of Advances in Rate 
the Transportation of Lumber and 
Shingles from North Pacific Coast 
Territory to Points in Minnesota, 
Wisconsin and Other States. I. & S. 
Docket No. 163. Opinion No. 2366 
(27 I. C. C. Rep. p. 451). Submitted 
May 6, 1913. Decided June 16, 1913. 
Carriers serving the territory between 
the Pacific coast and the Missouri 
River undertook to cancel provisions 
in their tariffs by which reconsign- 
ment and storage have heretofore 
been given at Minnesota Transfer, 
Minn., Aberdeen, S.D., and points east 
thereof, on shipments of lumber and 
shingles en route from north Pacific 
coast points to points east of the Mis- 
souri River; Held: That the proposed 
cancellation of storage at Minnesota 
Transfer and Aberdeen should be per- 
mitted, but the continuance of re- 
signment at those points is required, 
and the proposed withdrawal of ser- 
vices on connecting lines, contempo- 
raneously granted to other shippers 
of lumber and shingles, is forbidden; 
July 12, p. 82. 
the Matter of 
Suspension of 


Opinion 


26, 


for 


the Investigation and 
Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Hardwood and Other Kinds of Lum- 
ber and Articles Manufactured There- 
from from Points in Arkansas, Louis- 
iana and Other Points to Memphis, 
Tenn., St. Louis, Mo., and Other 
Points of Destination. In the Matter 
of Those Portions of Applications No. 
2045 of Illinois Central R. R. Co. and 
2043 of the Yazoo & Mississippi Val- 
ley R. R. Co., by D. W. Longstreet, 
Their Freight Traffic Manager, for 
Relief from the Provisions of the 
Fourth Section of the Act to Regu- 
late Commerce as Amended June 18, 
1910, tespecting Rates on Freight 
Traffic as Hereinafter Described. 
I. & S. Docket No. 184. Opinion No 
2370 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 471). Sub- 
mitted May 14, 1913. Decided June 
16, 1913. (1) Proposed advanced rate 
on lumber, staves and heading from 
Memphis, Tenn., to New Orleans, La., 
found to have been justified. (2) 
Those parts of the Fourth Section ap- 
plications of the Illinois Central R. R 
and the Yazoo & Mississippi Valley 
R. R. asking permission to charge 
lower rates on lumber, staves and 
heading from Memphis to New Or- 
leans than from intermediate points 
will be denied. (3) Proposed ad- 
vanced rates on lumber, staves and 
heading from points on the Illinois 
Central R. R. & Yazoo Valley R. R. 
between Memphis and the line of the 
Southern Ry. in Mississippi found not 
to have been justified in so far as 
they exceed 11 cents per 100 pounds. 
(4) Proposed advanced rates on these 
products from points on the Illinois 
Central R. R. and the Yazoo & Mis- 
sissippi Valley R. R. south of the 
Southern Ry- in Mississippi found not 
to have been justified. (5) Proposed 
advanced rates on gum lumber from 
points on the Southern Ry. in Mis- 
sissippi found to have been justified. 
(6) Proposed advances on gum lum- 
ber and staves from Helena and Ar- 
kansas City, Ark., found to have been 
justified. (7) Proposed advanced rate 








Investigation of Advances in Rates By 


Iowa, State of, et al. vs. Atchison, To- 





from Alexandria, La., found not to 


have been justified in so far as it ex- 
ceeds 8 cents per 100 pounds; July 19, 
. 135. 

In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by 
Carriers for the Transportation of 
Tin Cans and Other Commodities Be- 
tween Points in the State of Califor- 
nia and Points in Other States. L & 
S. Docket No. 180. Opinion No. 2422 
(28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 247). Decided 
Aug. 12, 1913. (1) Respondents hay- 
ing failed to make proper adjustment 
of rates on grape, berry and fruit 
baskets, and on empty carriers, re- 
turned, between California and points 
in other states, as required by the 
original report herein, the order of 
suspension is made permanent. (2) 
Recent adjustment of rates on tin 
cans between said points justify vaca- 
tion of the order of suspension as to 
them; Aug. 23, p. 410. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of Al- 
leged Irregularities and Discrepancies 
in the Weighing of Freight by Car- 
riers Subject to the Act to Regulate 
Commerce. I. & S&S. Docket No. 4631. 
Opinion No. 2399 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
7). Submitted May 16, 1913. Decided 
June 18, 1913. (1) Imaccuracies in 
weighing result in the imposition of 
unreasonable charges and in discrimi- 
nation between shippers just as really 
as do differences in the freight rate 
itself. (2) The record herein dis- 
closes that a majority of the track 
scales now in use should be at once 
rebuilt in order to obtain reasonably 
accurate results. It is also apparent 
that many additional scales should 
be installed. (3) A modern scale, 
properly installed and kept in proper 
condition, should be accurate within 
at least 100 pounds, and when under 
test it shows a variation of 100 pounds 
or more, it should be considered out 
of order. All scales should be tested 
by the test car at least once in two 
months; in many cases every month. 
(4) Cars should never be weighed in 
motion coupled at both ends. They 
may properly be weighed in motion 
when uncoupled upon scales especially 
designed for that purpose and in 
charge of thoroughly completent men. 
Cars should not ordinarily be weighed 
when coupled at one end, and never 
unless at points where the greatest 
attention is paid to the condition of 
the scale and the competency of the 
weighmaster. (5) A prolific source 
of error is the wrong stenciling of the 
tare weight of cars; when the car 
weighs more than the stenciled tare 
the shipper loses, while when the car 
weighs less than the stenciled tare 
the shipper gains. Correction of an 
erroneous stenciled weight is by a 
proper reweighing of the car at stated 
times. (6) Inaccuracies in weighing 
particular commodities, such as grain, 
coal and lumber, discussed and 
various remedies considered; and 
criticism of certain team-track weigh- 
ing -made. (7) General rules and 
practices of carriers whereby large 
amounts of carload freight are ex- 
empted from all weighing whatsoever 
considered and various criticisms and 
recommendations thereon made. (8) 
Remedies for the defects in weighing 
revealed by this investigation dis- 
cussed at length, and the opinion ad- 
vanced that some federal tribunal, 
perhaps this Commission, should be 
given authority in the following re- 
spects: (a) To fix points at which 
track scales shall be installed; (b) to 
prescribe the standard of such scales 
and their installation; (c) to test or 
supervise the testing of such scales: 
and (d) to supervise the operation; 
Aug. 9, p. 289. 


Carriers in Official Classification Ter- 
ritory. No. 3400. Opinion No. 2357 
(27 I. C. GC. Rep., p. 384). June, 21, 
1913. Petition for rehearing herein 
denied, but a proceeding of inquiry 
will be instituted as to certain matters 
named in the report; July 5, p. 22. 


peka & Santa Fe Railway Co. et al. 
No. 4424. Opinion No. 2401. (28 I. C. 
Cc. Rep., p. 47). Submitted Nov. 15, 
1913. Decided June 17, 1913. The 
present rates between the upper Mis- 
sissippi River crossings in the state 
of Iowa and points east of the In- 
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diana-lllinois state line found to be 


excessive and unreasonable in them- 
selves, and also unduly discriminatory 


when compared with the rates to the 


lower crossings. Lower class rates 
prescribed for the future; Aug. 9, p. 
313. 


Iowa State Board of Railroad Commis- 


sioners vs. Arizona Eastern R. R. Co. 
et al. No. 5241. Opinion No. 2418. 
(28 IL. C. C. Rep., p. 193). Submitted 
May 1, 1913. Decided Tees 18, 1913. 
It appears that rates from eastern 
points of origin to interior lowa desti- 
nations are made by adding together 
the rate to the Mississippi River and 
the rate from that river to destina- 
tion, and that rates from: interior 
lowa points to the west are made by 
adding together the local rate up to 
the Missouri River and the rate from 
that river; upon complaint that the 
through rates which result from the 
combination of these iwo are unrea- 
sonable and unjustly discriminatory; 
Held: That (1) Rates from these 
Iowa points to points in New Mexico 
should not be pronounced unlawful, 
(2) The present rates between points 
in Iowa and the intermountain terri- 
tory, of which Spokane, Reno and 
Phoenix are illustrative, are not un- 
lawful; (3) Rates from Iowa points 
to Utah and Colorado commen points 
are unreasonable. The state of lowa 
should be divided into five zones as to 
this traffic, and rates from each zone 
should be constructed by adding to the 
Missouri River rate a fifth of the 
total spread now existing in rates 
between the Missouri and Mississippi 
rivers. (4) Rates from such points to 
points in Kansas and Nebraska are 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceed the mileage scale of interstate 
class and commodity rates suggested 
in this report; Aug. 16, p. 371. 


Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 
Co. et al. No. 3465. Same vs. New 
York Central & Hudson River Rail- 
road Co. et al. No. 3464. Opinion 
No 2402. (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 64). 
Submitted Nov. 15, 1912. Decided 
June 17, 1913. (1) The rate adjust- 
ment upon which through charges are 
based on movements of class traffic, 
between points in the interior of Iowa 
and points in the territory east of the 
Indiana-Illinois state line, described 
and condemned as resulting in rates 
that are unreasonable and unduly dis- 
criminatory. (2) A proportional rate 
may not be condemned simply be- 
eause it exceeds the local rate be- 
tween the same points or because it 
may yield excessive earnings for that 
part of the through movement. A 
shipper has no real grievance with 
respect to his through traffic unless 
compelled to pay excessive charges 
for the through service. It frequently 
happens, however, that the through 
charge for a through service is unrea- 
sonable because one of its factors is 
excessive; in such a case, on a proper 
record, as in this case, the excessive 
proportional may be reduced. (3) 
The through charge in question found 
to he unreasonable and unduly dis- 
criminatory because of the excessive 
and discriminatory proportional rates 
applied between the Mississippi River 
and the interior Iowa points, and the 
defendants required to submit for ap- 
proval a schedule of proportional class 
rates graded back across the state on 
the basis of the proportional scale of 
55 eents between the rivers fixed in 
Warnock Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
21 I. C. C., 546; Aug 2, p. 254 


Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha et al. 
(See Cedar Rapids Commercial Club.) 
I & S Docket No 270 (28 
I C C Rep, p 467). Submitted Oct 8, 
1913. Decided Nov 3, 1913. Proposed 
increased rates on scrap iron from 
Duluth and St. Paul, Minn., to Chi- 
cago, Ill., and between other points, 
found reasonable and order of sus- 
pension vacated; Nov 29, p 998. 


Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co et al. 
Case No 4353. Opinion No 2394 (27 
I C C Rep, p 673). Submitted Oct 25, 
1912. Decided June 18, 1913. (1) 
Class and commodity rates from St. 
Louis to interior Kansas points found 
to be unreasonable and unduly dis- 
criminatory, and reasonable maximum 
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rates prescribed to Topeka, Salina, 
Hutchinson, Wichita, Dodge City, and 
Goodland as representative destina- 
tions on the classes, the commodity 
rates to these points and both class 
and commodity rates to other points 
in interior Kansas to be readjusted 
by the carriers relatively. (2) It is 
of secondary importance whether the 
present unreasonable rate adjustment 
from St. Louis to points in interior 
Kansas is due to the existence of the 
Missouri River as a basing line, or to 
some other method of making rates. 
The primary question is whether these 
rates, in whatever manner  con- 
structed, are reasonable and free from 
undue discrimination. The manner of 
their construction is pertinent in this 
proceeding only in the opportunity af- 
forded to the Commission more min- 
utely to examine the through rate by 
consideration also of its constituent 
parts. (3) In considering the reason- 
ableness of a comprehensive rate 
fabric such as is here in issue, the 
Commission must look more to the 
adjustment, as a whole, than to in- 
dividual comparisons, as much can be 
ostensibly proved by either party to 
controversies before the Commission 
by care in the selection of individual 
rates convenient for the purpose. 
Such rates are ever present in tariffs 
= cover a wide range; July 26, p 
209. 

Auto Co vs Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation Co 
et al. Case No 4347 (28 I C C Rep, 
p 412). Menzies-DuBoise Auto Co vs 
Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navi- 
gation Co et al. Case No 4347 (Sub- 
No 1). Submitted Feb 16, 1912. De- 
cided Oct 7, 1913. Charges collected 
for the transportation of three less- 
than-carload shipments of automobiles 
from New York and Syracuse, N. Y., 
to Portland, Ore., not found to have 
been unreasonable. Complaints» dis- 
missed; Nov 22, p 941. 


Klauer Manufacturing Co. vs. Atchi- 


son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. 
et al. No. 5729. (28 1. C. C. Rep., p. 
508). Submitted Oct. 15. 1913. De- 
cided Nov. 3, 1913. Present ratings 
on corrugated iron and steel culverts 
in western classification No. 51 not 
found to be unreasonable. Complaint 
dismissed; Dec. 13, p. 1089. 


Koehler Produce Co et al vs Pennsyl- 


vania Railroad Co et al. Case No 
5210. Opinion No 2389 (27 I C C Rep, 
p 635). Submitted May 10, 1913. De- 
cided June 9, 1913. The application 
by defendants on general produce of 
class rates from Pittsburgh to certain 
points west while contemporaneously 
maintaining on the same articles of 
traffic commodity rates lower than 
their class rates from Pittsburgh to 
certain points east, under substantially 
similar circumstances and conditions, 
found to subject complainants who 
ship under the former rates to undue 
prejudice and disadvantage; July 26, 
p 194. 


LaGrange Chamber of Commerce vs At- 


lanta & West Point Railroad Company 
et al. Case No 5080. Opinion No 2411. 
Submitted June 1, 1913. Decided June 
16, 1913. The present adjustments of 
rates from the Ohio and Mississippi 
River crossings found to be unjustly 
discriminatory to LaGrange, Ga., and 
unduly preferential to Opelika, Ala; 
Aug 16, p 366. 


Lebanon Commercial Club vs Louisville 


& Nashville Railroad Co et al. Case 
No 4652. Opinion No 2432 (28 IC C 
Rep, p 301). Submitted Oct 1, 1912. 
Decided Oct 14, 1913. Local rates for 
the transportation of bituminous coal 
in carloads from mines located on the 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad in 
Virginia and Tennessee to Louisville, 
Ky., are less than to Lebanon, Ky., 
an intermediate local point 67 miles 
nearer to the mines than is Louisville, 
and vary according to the grade of 
coal, while the rates to Lebanon are 
not so varied; Held, That as the rates 
to Louisville are influenced largely by 
the movement of bituminous coal by 
the Ohio River and by competing raii 
earriers, the lower and varied rates to 
that point have not been shown to be- 
unjustly discriminatory as against 
Lebanon; Nov 8, p 836. 









Lee, George H., Co. vs. Illinois Central 
Railroad Co. No. 5190. (28 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 515). Submitted Feb. 4, 1913. 
Decided May 5, 1913. Second-class 
rate with 12,000-pound minimum for 
the transportation of incubators and 
brooders in mixed carloads from 
Omaha, Neb., to Memphis, Tenn., 
found unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeded the third-class rate, with 
18,000-pound minimum. Reparation 
awarded; Dec. 27, p. 1182. 

Lesser-Goldman Cotton Company et al 
vs St Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Company et al. Case No 
3595. Opinion No 2373 (27 I C C Rep, 
p 496). Submitted May 15, 1911. De- 
cided June 20, 1913. Complainants 
seek reparation for an alleged unrea- 
sonable and unjustly discriminatory 
rate paid on shipments of ‘‘concen- 
trated’’ cotton from Arkansas points 
to Boston, Mass., and other eastern 
points during the year from Sept 1, 
1908, to Sept 1, 1909; Held, That the 
record fails to show that the rate in 
issue Was unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory at the time it was 
charged Complaint dismissed; July 
19, p 143. 

Live Stock: In the Matter of the In- 
vestigation of Alleged Unreasonable 
Rates and Practices Involved in the 
Transportation of Live Stock, Pack- 
ing-House Products and Fresh Meats 
from Various Southwestern Points to 
Packing Houses, and thence to Vari- 
ous Destinations. Case No. 4262 
Oklahoma, Corporation Commission 
of, vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Ry. Co. et al. Case No. 4004. (28 
I. Cc. C. Rep., p. 332). Submitted Oct. 
8, 1913. Decided Oct. 14, 1913. Fol- 
lowing the conclusions reached in 
Wool Investigation (25 I. C. C., 675) 
reparation to be awarded from date 
of promulgation of original opinion, 
subject to two-year limitation from 
date of filing petitions for same; 
Nov 22, p. 922. 

Louisville Board of Trade et al. vs. In- 
dianapolis, Columbus & Southern 
Traction Co. et al. Case No. 5217. 
Opinion No. 2374 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p 
499). Submitted March 6, 1913. De- 
cided May 29, 1913. Through routes 
and joint rates established over inter- 
urban electric lines between Louisville 
and points in Indiana, including In- 
dianapolis, a reasonable necessity 
therefor being shown; July 19, p. 144. 


Lumber Cases, Omaha. (See Omaha, 
Commercial Club of.) 

Lumber: In the Matter of the Inves- 
tigation and Suspension of Advances 
in rates by Carriers for the Transpor- 
tation of Lumber, Shingles and Other 
Articles from Points Located on the 
Washington Western Ry. to Points in 
Minnesota, Illinois, Indiana and Other 
States. I. & S. Docket No. 193. 
Opinion No. 2388 (27 I. C. C. Rep., PD. 
630). Submitted May 6, 1913. Decided 
June 19, 1913. (1) Cancellation of 
joint rates with a tap line incorpo- 
rated by the proprietary lumber com- 
pany for the purpose through that 
means of getting allowances out of 
the rates sustained on a finding that 
with respect to the lumber of the 
proprietary company the tap line is 
a plant facility. (2) In a lumber- 
producing territory, where the rates 
apply in all other instances only from 
the trunk line junctions with tap 
lines, it does not necessarily follow 
that the protestant lumber company 
would be entitled to the group rates 
even if its tap line on the record was 
shown to be a full-fledged common 
earrier. (3) Order of suspension va- 
cated; July 26, p. 192. 

Lumber: I. & S. Docket No. 235. Opin- 
ion No. 2436, 28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 313). 
Submitted June 4, 1913. Decided Oct. 
14, 1918. Where a through rate be- 
tween two points exceeds the sum of 
the intermediate rates, the desire of 
the carrier to avoid comparison be- 
tween the through rate and such com- 
bination does not justify it in increas- 
ing one of the factors of the latter; 
Nov. 8, p. 840. 

Lumber: I. & 8S. Docket No. 223 (28 
I. C. C. Rep., p. 471). Submitted Nov. 
11, 1913.' Decided Nov 17, 1913. (1) 
Proposed increase in rates on lum- 
ber from points on connecting lines of 
the Santa Fe in Texas, Louisiana and 
Arkansas, to Santa Fe destinations in 
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eastern Kansas, extreme western Mis- 
souri and northern Oklahoma, not 
found to be justified. (2) Proposed 
cancellation of joint rates on lumber 
from points on the Cotton Belt to 
Santa Fe destinations in Missouri and 
on cypress and yellow pine from 
points on the Missouri Pacific to Santa 
Fe destinations in Oklahoma not 
found to be justified. (3) A carrier 
should not be permitted to retain to 
itself the lumber market at points on 
its line for the benefit of producing 
points on its line, to the exclusion of 
producing points on other lines; Nov. 
29, p. 999. 

Manufacturers’ Ry. Co. et al. ys. St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Ry. 
Co, etal. Case No. 3151. Opinion No. 
2406 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 93). Sub- 
mitted Jan. 18, 1913. Decided June 
21, 1913. Upon further consideration 
of this case on supplemental hearing, 
Held: That, (1) The Manufacturers’ 
Ry., as found in the original report, is 
a common carrier, subject to the act 
to regulate commerce, but original 
finding that the trunk lines serving 
St. Louis are subjecting its shippers 
to undue prejudice and disadvantage 
because they absorb the charges of 
the Terminal Railroad Association, 
the lines embraced within which they 
own or control, in order to make de- 
livery on the rails of that association 
at the St. Louis rate, while refusing 
contemporaneously also to absorb the 
rate of the Manufacturers ‘Ry., an in- 
dependent terminal carrier, reversed. 
(2) The payments formerly made to 
the Manufacturers Ry. by the trunk 
lines serving St. Louis out of their 
through rates were absorptions in 
compensation for services rendered 
for the trunk lines, and were in no 
sense divisions of joint rates for ser- 
vices rendered for the shippers on the 
Manufacturers Ry., as they would 
necessarily be considered to be under 
joint rates prescribed by this Com- 
mission. (3) There is a well-defined 
distinction between absorptions, al- 
lowances and divisions of joint rates, 
which once recognized in the estab- 
lishment of the joint rate, will render 
immaterial the question whether, in 
this case, the stock of the Manufac- 
turers Ry. and of the Anheuser-Busch 
Brewing Association, its principal in- 
dustry, is in common or independent 
ownership, as the latter will then 
necessarily be treated in all respects 
upon the same basis as will the ship- 
pers located on or served by the Man- 
ufacturers Ry. who have no interest 
in that railway or in the brewing as- 
sociation. (4) The present payments 
to the Manufacturers Ry. by the 
trunk lines serving St. Louis under 
the absorption tariffs are unlawful 
and should be canceled. (5) Through 
routes and joint rates should be pre- 
scribed between the trunk lines and 
the Manufacturers Ry., under which 
the trunk. lines will retain their full 
rate to St. Louis, the division of the 
joint rate accruing to the Manufactur- 
ers Ry., to be paid to it by its ship- 
pers, including the Anheuser-Busch 
3rewing Association, instead of by 
the trunk lines; Aug. 9, p. 301. 

Marian Coal Co. vs. Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western R. R. Co. Case No. 
3592. Opinion No. 2363 (27 L C. C. 
Rep., p. 441). Submitted May 8, 1913. 
Decided June 16, 1913. Reparation 
awarded on account of unreasonable 
rates charged for the transportation 
of anthracite coal in carloads from 
Taylor, Pa., to Hoboken, N. J., and 
New York Lighterage Station, N. J. 
(f. o. b. vessel), in accordance with 
the conclusions announced in Marian 
Coal Co, vs. D. L. & W. R. R. Co., 24 
I. C. C., 140 and 25 I. C. C., 14; July 
7m oh. Fe 

Mason Bros. vs. Southern Pacific Co. 
et al. Case No. 5025 (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 402). Submitted Oct. 16, 1912. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1913. Combination rate 
of $1.98 per 100 pounds charged for 
the transportation of three carloads 
of grapes from Lodi, Cal., originaily 
consigned to Minneapolis, Minn., and 
at that point reconsigned to New 
York, N. Y., found not to have been 
authorized by defendants’ tariffs. 
Reparation awarded on basis of the 
lawfully published rate of $1.15 per 100 
pounds; Nov. 22, p. 950. 


XII. 


Massachusetts-Maine Wool Rates. I. & 
S. Docket No. 253. (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 396). Submitted Oct. 21, 1913. De- 
cided Dec. 1, 1913. Respondents hav- 
ing justified the increase in the rate 
on wool, any quantity, from Lawrence, 
Mass., to Lewiston, Me., the order of 
oe will be vacated; Dec. 27, p. 

180. 

Mayor and Council of Douglas Ga. et al. 
vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic 
Railroad Co. et al. No. 5487 (28 I. C. 
C. Rep., p. 445). Submitted Sept. 25, 
1913. Decided Nov. 4, 1913. The 
present adjustment of rates found to 
be unjustly discriminatory against 
Douglas, Ga., and unduly preferential 
to Fitzgerald and other southern 
Georgia points; Nov. 29, p. 989. 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad Co. et al. No. 5226. 
(28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 543). Submitted 
April 12, 1913. Decided Dec. 3, 1913. 
Rate of 38 cents per 100 pounds for the 
transportation of imported burlap from 
north Atlantic ports to Memphis, 
Tenn., not found to be unduly prejudi- 
cial. Complaint dismissed: Dec. 27, 
p. 1190. 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs. Illinois 
Central R. R. Co. et al. Case No. 4942. 
In Re Advances on Lumber Between 
Louisiana and Mississippi Points and 
Memphis Tenn. I. & S. Docket No. 
177. Opinion No. 2375 (27 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 507). Submitted May 14, 1913. 
Decided June 19, 1913. (1) Present 
rates on pine lumber to Memphis, 
Tenn., from Jackson, Miss., and points 
on the Illinois Central R. R. north 
thereof, found to be unreasonable in 
so far as they exceed 10 cents per 100 
pounds. (2) Present rates on lumber, 
staves and headings to Memphis, 
Tenn,. from points south of the Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg Ry. and east of 
the Mississippi River on the lines of 
respondents, except that of the New 
Orleans, Mobile & Chicago R. R., 
found to be unreasonable in so far 
as they exceed 11 cents for a haul 
over one line, or 12 cents for a haul 
over two or more lines. (3) Mainte- 
nance by the New Orleans, Mobile & 
Chicago R. R. of rates for the trans- 
portation of lumber and headings from 
points on its line to Memphis, Tenn., 
higher than the rates contemporane- 
ously maintained by it for transpor- 
tation of staves between the same 
points found to be unjustly discrimi- 
natory. (4) Proposed advances in the 
rates on lumber from points on the 
Illinois Central and the Yazoo & Mis- 
sissippi Valley railroads in Mississippi 
and Louisiana to Memphis, Tenn., 
found not to have been justfied in so 
far as they make rates in excess of 
those found herein to be reasonable. 
(5) Commission makes no finding as 
to the rates to Memphis, Tenn., from 
Vicksburg and Jackson, Miss., and 
points north thereof, on lumber other 
than pine; July 19, p. 147. 

Menzies-DuBoise Auto. Co. vs. Oregon- 
Washington R. R. & Navigation Co. 
et al.; Nov. 22, p. 941. 

Meridian Board of Trade and Cotton 
Exchange vs. Alabama Great South- 
ern R. R. Co, et al. Case No. 5418 (28 
I. C. C. Rep., p. 360). Submitted June 
21, 1913. Decided Oct. 14, 1913. The 
present adjustment of rates from Mo- 
bile and Tuscaloosa, Ala., to stations 
on the Tombigbee Valley and Ala- 
bama, Tennessee & Northern ,rail- 
roads not found to be discriminatory 
as against the rates from Meridian, 
Miss. Complaint dismissed; Nov. 22, 
Pp. 982. 

Milliken Refining Co vs St Louis & San 
Francisco Railroad Co et al. Case No 
5410. Opinion No 2364 (27 I C C Rep, 
p 445). Milliken Refining Co vs Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Railway Co. 
No 5410 (Sub-No 1). Submitted May 
26, 1913. Decided June 3, 1913. Pres- 
ent rates on petroleum asphalt, petro- 
leum road oil and petroleum tailings 
from Vinita, Okla., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and East St. Louis and Granite City, 
Tll., and on refined petroleum from 
Vinita, Okla., to Sedalia, Mo., found 
unreasonable and reasonable rates 
prescribed for the future; July 12, p 


‘ . 
Milwaukee Maltsters’ Traffic Associa- 
tion vs Grand Trunk Western Railway 
Co et al. Case No 4955 (28 IC C Rep, 
p 489). Submitted March 13, 1913. 














Decided Nov 3, 1913. The defendants’ 
refusal to allow one-fourth cent for 
the elevation and transfer at Milwau- 
kee, Wis., of barley, converted into 
malt at that place, while paying this 
allowance for the elevation and trans- 
fer of barley and other grain which 
has been clipped, cleaned, blown or 
mixed, does not result in unjust dis- 


crimination. Complaint dismissed; 
Nov 29, p 1007. 
Minneapolis Cereal Co vs Chicago & 


Northwestern Railway Co et al. Case 
No 4769 (28 I C C Rep. p 415). Sub- 
mitted Nov 14, 1912. Decided Oct 7, 
1913. Complainant alleges that de- 
fendants’ rules, prescribing a basis 
for charges upon packages containing 
premiums, are unjust and unreason- 
able; Held, That the allegation is not 
sustained by the facts of record. 
Complaint dismissed; Nov 22, p 942. 
Montana, Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of, vs Denver & 
Rio Grande Railroad Co et al. Case 


No 4773. Opinion No 2377 (27 IC C 
Rep, p 522). Submitted Dec 13, 1913. 
Decided June 20, 1913. Rate of $5 per 
ton charged by defendants prior to 


Dec 27, 1911, for transportation of coal 
in carloads from Sunnyside, Utah, to 
Helena, Mont., not shown to have 
been unreasonable. Increase of 10 
cents per ton in the rate as of the 
date mentioned found not justified by 
defendants, and therefore unmreason- 
able; July 19, p 153. 


Montezuma, City of, Ga., vs Central of 
Georgia Railway Co et al. Case No 
4345. Opinion No 2427 (28 I C C Rep, 
p 280). Submitted March 16, 1912. 
Decided Oct 7, 1913. Upon complaint 
that freight rates from the Ohio River 
crossings, the Virginia cities and 
eastern cities to Montezuma, Ga., are 
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
and in violation of the long-and-short- 
haul rule; Held, That the rates com- 
plained of are unjustly discriminatory 
against Montezuma and dealers there- 
at, and unduly perferential to Cordele 
and Americus, Ga., and dealers there- 
at. No finding is made as to the long- 
and-short-haul feature of complaint, 
as that question is before the Com- 
mission for the entire southeastern 
territory in another proceeding and 
upon a voluminous record; Oct 25, p 
745. 

Morton Salt Co vs Buffalo, Rochester & 
Pittsburgh et al. (See Gottron Bros. 
vs Genessee & Wyoming et al.) 

Morton Salt Co et al vs Morgan’s 
Louisiana & Texas Railroad & Steam- 
ship Co et al. Case No 5154 (281 C 
C Rep, p 422). Submitted July 5, 1913. 
Decided Oct 13, 1913. Morgan’s 
Louisiana & Texas Railroad & Steam- 
ship Co. filed and posted a tariff nam- 
ing through rates of $3 and $3.975 per 
net ton on Salt from Salt Mine, La., 
to Cape Girardeau, Mo., and Sulligent, 
Ala.,. respectively, in which the de- 
livering line was not named as a 
party and had not concurred. Charges 
were collected on shipments from and 
to the points named on the basis of 
the combination of intermediate rates; 
Held, That complainant, having shown 
that it relied upon the rates as pub- 
lished, to its damage, is entitled to 
reparation against the carrier which 
issued the tariff; Nov 29, p 984. 


National Coal Co vs Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. Case No 5425 (28 ICC 
Rep, p 442). Submitted Oct 21, 1913. 
Decided Nov 4, 1913. A carrier rated 
a coal mine and distributed cars to it 
strictly in accordance with established 
rules, fairly adopted after consultation 
with and approval by mine operators; 
Held, That such carrier cannot be held 
guilty of undue discrimination against 
such mine on a showing that the 
shipper’s commercial misfortunes in 
the months used, under the rules, to 
determine the rating of the mine, op- 
erated to reduce such rating. Com- 
plaint dismissed: Nov 29, p 988. 

National Lumber Exporters’ Association 
vs St Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Co et al. Case No 4452+ 
Opinion No 2415 (28 I C C Rep, p 
215). Submitted April 22, 1913. De- 
cided June 3, 1913. Rate of 15 cents 
per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of hardwood lumber from Pine Blu® 
and Dermott, Ark., to New Orleans, 


La., when for export, not found un- 
reasonable; Aug 16, p 381. 


New England Electric Co vs Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. 
Case No 5329 (28 I C C Rep, p 418). 
Submitted March 10, 1913. Decided 
Oct 7, 1913. Charges for the transpor- 
tation of a mixed carload of wrought 
iron conduit pipe and fittings from 
Burr Oak, Iil., to Denver, Colo., found 
to have been unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that they exceeded charges that 
would have accrued on basis of the 
rate applicable to wrought-iron con- 
dult pipe in straight carloads; Nov. 22, 
P 952. 

New England: In the 
Rates, Classifications, 
and Practices of Carriers. Case No. 
4845. Opinion Ne. 2384 (27 I. Cc. 
Cc. Rep., p. 560). Submitted May 
20, 1913. Decided June 20, 1913. This 
proceeding, undertaken in  conse- 
quence of numerous and persistent 
complaints touching general railroad 
conditions in New England, was in- 
stituted under the Commission's gen- 
eral authority to investigate and re- 
port. Discussion of the matters con- 
tained in the large record entered 
into and following findings made: (1) 
While there is room for improvement, 
New England should be well satisfied 
upon the whole with the passenger 
service of the New Haven and the 
Boston & Maine lines. Safety of op- 
eration has not been considered. (2) 
The freight service upon the New 
Haven R. R. is inferior to what it 
should be, although fairly comparing 
with that in other sections where 
conditions are substantially the same. 
The freight service upon the Boston 
& Maine R. R. during the period cov- 
ered was extremely poor and justi- 
fied in a great measure the criticisms 
it received; but a very earnest at- 
tempt is being made to correct these 
conditions, which has already pro- 
duced results. (3) The local freight 
rates of New England are slightly 
higher than, but on the whole com- 
pare favorably with, the average in 
official classification territory; they 
are lower than those in other parts of 
the country, except the Commission- 
made rates in certain states. The 
long-distance rates are lower from 
and to New England than from and 
to any other section. Its passenger 
fares have been more favorable to the 
local traveling public than in any 
other portion of the United States. 
(4) The outside financial operations 
of the New Haven Co. for the last nine 
years have been wasteful in the ex- 
treme and the methods by which 
those operations have been conducted 
are unnecessarily involved and com- 
plex. While expenditure on its road 
and equipment has been with a free 
hand, there is nothing to show that 
it has not been wisely made, and 
much to indicate that the result has 
fully justified the outlay. The finan 
cial condition of this company calls 
for careful consideration and prudent 
action, but gives no occasion for hys- 
teria. (5) As bearing upon the propo- 
sition that the rates of transportation 
upon the Boston & Maine should be 
advanced, the financial condition of 
that company is analyzed and the 
reasonableness of its leases consid- 
ered. (6) In discussing the remedy 
for present conditions in New Eng- 
land the following matters are con- 
sidered: Steamship and trolley lines; 
the Boston &- Albany agreement; the 
dissolution of the Boston & Maine and 
New Haven merger; an advance in 
rates upon the Boston & Maine. (7) 
In the opinion of the Commission the 
following propositions lie at the foun- 
dation of all adequate regulation of 
interstate railroads: (a) Every inter- 
state railroad should be prohibited 
from expending money or incurring 
liability or acquiring property not in 
the operation of its railroad or in the 
legitimate improvement, extension or 
development of that railroad. (b) No 
interstate railroad should be permitted 
to lease or purchase any other rail- 
road, nor top acquire the stocks 
or securities of any other rail- 
road, nor to guarantee the same, di- 
rectly or indirectly, without the ap- 
proval of the federal government. (c) 
No stocks or bonds should be issued 
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by an interstate railroad except for 
purposes sanctioned in the two pre- 
ceding paragraphs, and none should 
be issued without the approval of the 
federal government; July 12, p. 92. 

Northwestern Woodenware Co vs Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & Puget Sound Rail- 
way Co et al. Case No 4818. Opinion 
No 2420 (28 I C C Rep, p 237). Sub- 
mitted Sept 20, 1912. Decided June 
9, 1913. Rates charged by defendants 
for the transportation of wooden lard 
tubs in carloads from Tacoma, Wash., 
to Chicago, Ill, and other eastern 
points found to be unreasonable, and 
reasonable rates prescribed for the 
future; Sept 6, p 485. 


Oklahoma, Corporation Commission of, 


vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et 
al. (See Live Stock.) 
(See Live 


Stock.) 


Paper Rates from Manitowoc and Mil- 


waukee to Kaukauna, Wis. I & S 
Docket No 271. Opinion No 2433 (28 
I C C Rep, p 305). Submitted July 
9, 19138. Decided Oct 13, 1913. The 
propriety of an increase of a rate of 
5% cents on one kind of paper to 7% 
cents, coincident with a reduction of 
a rate of 10 cents to 7% cents on all 
other kinds of paper, from Milwaukee 
to Manitowoc, Wis., to Kaukauna, 
Wis., found to have been established; 
Nov 8, p 837. 

In the Matter of Practices 
and Regulations Governing the Issu- 
ance, Sale and Exchange of Mileage 
Books. Case No 5354 Opinion No 2438 
(28 I C C Rep, p 318). Submitted 
May 22, 1913. Decided Oct 14, 1913. 
(1) While issuance of mileage by car- 
riers may be voluntary, conditions at- 
tached to the use thereof must not 
make discriminations or other positive 
wrongs forbidden by the act to regu- 
late commerce. (2) Regulation re- 
quiring exchange of coupons from in- 
terchangeable mileage book for mile- 
age exchange tickets before commenc- 
ing journey not found to be discrim- 
inatory or otherwise in violation of 
the act; Nov 8, p 842. 


I & S Docket Nos 1 
and 8 Opinion No 2382 (271 C C Rep, 
p 549). Submitted June 6, 1913. De- 
cided June 19, 1913. The commuta- 
tion fares of the New York, New 
Haven & Hartford Railroad Co from 
points in the state of Connecticut 
into New York City not found to be 
unreasonable, except as to certain 
stations specifically named in the re- 
port; July 19, p. 164. 


Town of, vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line R. R. Co. et al. Case No. 
5560. Camilla, Ga., City of, vs. Same. 
Case No, 5561. Sylvester, Ga., City of, 
vs. Same. Case No, 5562. (28 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 433). Submitted Sept. 27, 1913. 
Decided Oct. 13, 1913. ‘Upon com- 
plaints alleging undue discrimination 
in the adjustment of rates to and 
from Pelham, Camilla and Sylvester, 
Ga., and undue preference to certain 
south Georgia basing points; Held: 
That there is no substantial dissim- 
ilarity of circumstances or conditions 
affecting the transportation to Pel- 
ham and Camilla as compared with 
such basing points as Thomasville and 
Albany, Ga., nor in the transporta- 
ham and Camilla as compared with 
Albany and Tifton, Ga. The discrim- 
ination found to be undue and defend- 
ants required to remove the same; 
Nov 29, p. 1008. 


Port Arthur Board of Trade vs. Abilene 


& Southern Ry. Co. et al. Case No. 
5242. Opinion No. 2358 (27 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 388). Submitted May 8, 1913. 
Decided June 16, 1913. The rate on 
cotton from producing area of Texas 
commonly known as “common-point 
territory’’ to Galveston and Port Ar- 
thur, Tex., for export, is 52% cents 
per 100 pounds, which includes 1% 
cents for wharfage. To Texas City, 
at which port wharfage is free, the 
rate is 51 cents. Upon complaint al- 
leging that there is no charge for 
wharfage at Port Arthur; that the in- 
clusion of 1% cents therefor in the 
rate is unreasonable and unjustly 
prejudicial against Port Arthur; and 
praying that defendants be required 
to establish and maintain to Port Ar- 
thur a rate of 51 cents as they now 
do to Texas City; Held: (1) That the 
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circumstances at Port Arthur are 
clearly distinguishable from those ex- 
isting at Texas City; that there is a 
wharfage charge of 1% cents at Port 
Arthur, which is included in the pub- 
lished rate and is paid by the shipper. 
(2) That complainant’s plea that with 
equal rates Port Arthur cannot com- 
pete with Galveston and Texas City 
confesses the natural disadvantages 
of Port Arthur as compared with the 
other ports. (3) It is not the province 
of the Commission to adjust rates for 
the purpose of equalizing natural dis- 
advantages; neither may carriers law- 
fully do so. (4) Unjust discrimination 
by carriers cannot be predicated upon 
their failure or declination to remove 
by preferential rates, services or priv- 
ileges the natural disadvantages of| 
location under which one community 
rests in competition with anothe! 
more favorably situated. The record 
does not show any unjust discrimina- 
tion against Port Arthur in the pres- 
ent adjustment of rates. Complaint 
dismissed; July 12, p. 61. 

Refrigeration of Fruits and Vegetables 
Between Points in Colorado and Utah 
In the Matter of the Investigation and 
Suspension of Advances in Charges 
by Carriers for the Refrigeration of 
Carload Shipments of Fruits, Vege- 
tables, Etc., Between Points in Colo- 
rado and Utah I. & S. Docket No. 
205. Opinion No. 2439 (28 IL Cc. C 
Rep., p. 326). Submitted Aug. 21, 
1913. Decided Oct. 6, 1913. Proposed 
increase to $40 per car having been 
withdrawn, and previous rate of $35 
per car reinstated, proceeding dis- 
missed: Nov. 8, p. 845. 

Salt: I. & S. Docket No. 216. Opinion 
No, 2378 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 526) 
Submitted April 21, 1913. Decided 
June 21, 1913. The tariff provision 
by which the respondent is excepted 
from participation in joint rates on 
salt in carloads from Milwaukee and 
certain other points in Wisconsin to 
points in Iowa, etc., is not approved 
The respondent is required to main- 
tain the present rates as maxima for 
two years; July 19, p. 154 

Sash, Metal, I. & S. Docket No. 259 
(28 I. Cc. Cc. Rep., p. 500). Submitted 
July 21, 1913. Decided Nov. 3, 1913. 
(1) The respondents having agreed to | 
so amend their tariffs as to eliminate | 
the change in classification against | 
which protests were filed, they will be| 
expected to withdraw the suspénded | 
tariffs. (2) The protestants ask for 
reduction in the cinimum weight, 
which it was not proposed to ad- 
vance. _No opinion expressed in this | 
proceeding as to the reasonableness 
thereof; Dec. 13, p. 1086. 

Schmidt, Charles F., & Peters, Incor- 
porated, vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Ry. Co. et al. Case No. 5129 
28 I. Cc. C. Rep., p. 376) Submitted 
May 30, 1913.. Decided Oct. 7, 1913 
Rate of $2.25 per 100 pounds, any 
quantity, on champagne, from New 
York to California terminals, not 
found unreasonable. Complaint dis- 
missed: Nov. 22, p. 938. 

Scott-Mayer Commission Co. vs. Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. et al. Case 5565. (23 I. C. C 
Rep., p. 529). Submitted Awg. 2, 1913. 
Decided Dec. 4, 1913. Complaint al-| 
leges that defendants’ separately 
established rate of 19 cents per 100 
pounds for the transportation of ap- 
ples in carloads from Memphis, Tenn., 
to Little Rock, Ark., applicable to 
through shipments from the Cumber- 
land Valley region of Pennsylvania, is 
unreasonable and unjustly discrimina- 
tory because defendants maintain a 
proportional rate of 13 cents from 
Memphis to Little Rock on apples for- 
warded as through shipments to Little 
Rock from points in western New 
York. No evidence was presented 
tending to show that the 19-cent rate 
is wnreasonable in and of itself: 
Held, That under these circumstances 
the Comimsison will not disturb the 
factor under consideration except upon 
a showing that such factor, or the 
through rate of which it is a part, is 
unreasonable or otherwise in violation 
of the act. Complaint dismissed: Dec. 
27, p. 1184. 

Scrap Iron Rates. Scrap Iron Rates 
Between Chicago, TIll.. and Other 
Points and Racine, Milwaukee, Wis.. 
and Other Points. I & S. Docket No 








310. (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 525). Sub- 
mitted Nov. 21, 1913. Decided Dec, 12, 
1913. Proposed increase in the rate on 
scrap iron between Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Chicago, Ill, in both directions, 
not justified, but a maximum rate of 
3 cents per 100 pounds established for 
the fature; Dec, 27, p. 1183. 

Sheridan Chamber of Commerce vs. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co. et al. No, 5078. Same ys. Same. | 
No. 5079. Same vs. Same. No. 4947. | 
Opinion No. 2423. (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 250). Submitted Aug. 15, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 6, 1913. Upon petition of 
defendants a rehearing was granted) 
in these cases. The original hearing | 
dealt with rates on coal from Sheri- 
dan, Wyo., to destinations on the 
Chicago & North Western in Nebraska 
and South Dakota, on the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul in South Da- 
kota, and on the Northern Pacific 
east and west of Billings, Mont. Upon 
the rehearing the Big Horn Collieries 
Co., Owl Creek Coal Co. and Board of 
tailroad Commissioners of Montana 
were granted leave to intervene. The 
first two ask that the rates from 
mines near Kirby, Wyo., be adjusted 
so as to bear a proper relationship to 
rates established from Sheridan, Wyo., 
to destinations in the three cases 
under consideration. Held: (1) 
Sheridan coal should move to points 
upon the Chicago & North Western 
and the Pierre, Rapid City & North- 
western herein involved at the same 
rate enjoyed by Hudson. Proper 
routing for coal moving from Sheridan 
to these destinations is prescribed. 

(2) Joint rates should be established 
from Kirby to destinations on the 
Chicago & North Western and the 
Pierre, Rapid City & Northwestern 
herein involved no higher than one 
dollar above the rates prescribed from 
Sheridan. (3) The Commission’s opin- 
ion having been complied with no 
further order is necessary in Docket 
No. 5079, involving rates to destina- 
tions on the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul. (4) For distances within 
500 miles of the point of origin joint 
rates should be established from 
Sheridan to points on the Northern 
Pacific east of Billings not more than 
40 cents over those prevailing from 
Red Lodge, and to points west of Bill- 
ings 55 cents over Red Lodge, and 
from Kirby to points on the Northern 
Pacific east and west of Billings joint 
rates should be established not more 
than 65 cents over the prevailing rates 
from Red Lodge. To points between 
500 and 600 miles from Sheridan the 
differentials suggested as compared 
with rates from Red Lodge should be 
decreased 10 cents, and for each 100 
miles additional a further reduction of 
10 cents should be made in the dif- 
ferential. (5) It is possible for a 
carrier to discriminate unjustly and 
unlawfully against a point which it 
does not reach over its own rails. (6) 
The difference in cost of production 
cannot be recognized as a basis for 
the adjustment of freight rates be- 
tween different localities; Nov 1, p 
784, 

Sioux City Commercial Club et al., 
Traffic Bureau of, vs. Atchison, To-| 
peka & Santa Fe. (See Colorado 
Manufacturers’ Association.) 

Sioux City Terminal Elevator Co. et al. 
vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Co et al. Case No 3243. 
Opinion No 2367 (27 I C C Rep, p 457). 
Submitted Feb 13, 1913. Decided June 
19, 1913 (1) Findings in original re- 
port that defendants are not subject- 
ing Sioux City, its traffic and shippers, 
to undue prejudice and disadvantage 
because they refuse to establish and 
maintain a basis of proportional rates 
on grain from Sioux City to Chicago 
and other markets in lieu of the pres- 
ent basis of joint through rates from 
points of origin to final destination 
with transit privileges at Sioux City, 
while contemporaneously maintaining 
such a basis of proportional rates from 
Omaha and Kansas City to the same 
ultimate markets, adhered to (2) 
Difference in competitive conditions 
affecting the traffic in grain through 
Sioux City from the competitive con- 
ditions affecting similar traffic through 
Omaha and Kansas City, further dis- 
cussed (3) In considering the law- 








fulness of rate adjustments the Com- 
mission cannot treat all carriers 
within its jurisdiction as if they were 
embraced in one united system, or 
deal with complaints against existing 
rates as matters alone of general pol- 
icy in which it may exercise a wide 
discretion in the equalization of all 
disadvantages between markets, but 
it must give full recognition to the 
separate organizations and obligations 
of individual carriers and to the effect 
of substantial differences in circum- 
stances and conditions in the deter- 
mination of whether the granting or 
withholding of a given rate or prac- 
tice is unduly preferential or preju- 
dicial against the complaining local- 
ity; July 19, p 132. 

Smith, M. E., & Co. et al. vs. Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy etal. (See Tay- 
lor, John, Dry Goods Co, et al.) 

Springfield Commercial Association of 
Springfield, Ill., vs. Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co. et al. No, 5676. (28 I. C. C. 
Rep., p. 511). Submitted Nov. 6, 1913 
Decided Dec. 1, 1913. At present 
Peoria, Ill., takes 110 per cent of the 
New York-Chicago rate on traffic to 
and from the east, while Springfield, 
Ill., is in 117 per cent territory; upon 
complaint insisting that Springfield 
should be placed in the Peoria group: 
Held, That if Peoria enjoys a rate of 
110 per cent, the rate to Springfield 
should not exceed 113 per cent; Dec 


27, p. 1180. 

Sterling Salt Co vs Pennsvivania Rail- 
road et al. (See Gottron Bros. Co. vs. 
Genessee & Wyoming et al.) 

Storage: I & S Docket No 217 (28 1¢C 
C Rep, p 372). Submitted Oct J 
1913. Decided Nov 3, 1913. Proposed 
uniform storage rules and rates, filed 
by carriers in Central Freight Associa- 
tion territory, found unreasonable in 
certain particulars, and in view of 
substantial increases permitted in 
Storage charges on explosives and 
other dangerous articles, carriers re- 
quired to notify consignors, in case 
request is properly made, of failure 
or refusal of consignees to remove 
shipments of such articles within the 
time prescribed; Nov 22, p 937. 

Swayne, R. B. (Inc.) vs Southern Pa- 
cific. (See California Pole & Piling 
Co.) 

Sylvester, Ga. vs. Atlantic Coast Line 
et al. (See Pelham, Ga. vs. Same.) 
Taylor, John, Dry Goods Co. vs. Missouri 
Missouri Pacific Railway Co. et al. 
No. 5060. Opinion No. 2434 (28 I. C 
Cc. Rep., p. 308). Submitted Sept. 8, 
1913. Decided Oct. 6, 1913. Petition 
for rehearing denied; Nov. 8, p. 838. 
Taylor, John, Dry Goods Co. et al. vs 
Pacific Railway Co. No. 5060. John 
Taylor Dry Goods Co. et al. vs. Mis- 
souri Pacific Ry. Co. et al. No. 5060 
(Sub-Nos. 1 to 57). Wheeler & Motter 
Mercantile Co. et al. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka &. Santa Fe Ry. Co. et al. 
Nos. 5200 and 5200 (Sub-No. 1). Hicks- 
Fuller-Pierson Co. et al. vs. Chicago 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. et 
al. Nos. 5283 and 5283 (Sub-No. 1) 
M. E. Smith & Co. et al. vs. Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. et 
al. Nos. 5286 and 5286 (Sub-Nos. 12 
to 3). Opinion No. 2414 (28 I. Cc. Cc 
Rep., p. 205). Submitted April 3, 1913 
Decided June 3, 1913. (1) Complain- 
ants ask for a carload rating upon 
cotton piece goods originating in New 
England and the south for the trans- 
portation from points on the Missis- 
sippi River to points on the Missouri 
tiver. Upon the facts disclosed 
by the record; Held: That to estab- 
lish a carload rating here and not 
elsewhere would be to throw out of 
balance the relation between rates on 
this important commodity in all parts 
of the country. There are weighty 
reasons why cotton piece goods should 
be given a carload rating, but if this 
is to be done it should be in some 
more comprehensive way than by an 
order in the present proceeding 
Prayer denied. (2) The present any- 
quantity rate of 35 cents per 100 
pounds upon cotton piece goods orig- 
inating in New England and the south 
for the transportation from points on 
the Mississippi River to points on the 
Missouri River is unjust and unrea- 
sonable to the extent that it exceeds 
32 cents. (3) Rates on cotton piece 
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goods to Sioux City, Ia., from south- 
ern mill points seem to be somewhat 
higher than those to other points upon 
the Missouri River; Held: That the 
Same reduction should be made to 
Sioux City in all cases as is made to 
other Missouri River points. (4) 
Under all the circumstances of this 
case, reparation should be awarded 
complainants in amount of the differ- 
ence between the 35-cent rate and the 
32-cent rate on their shipments of 
cotton piece goods since Dec. 31, 1911, 
only, the date of the Commission’s 
decision in the Warnock case, 21 I. C. 
C., 546. (5) Complainants in No. 5060 
contend that, under the tari®t of Oct. 
26, 1910, they are entitled to repara- 
tion in the amount of the difference 
paid under the 35-cent rate and the 
30-cent rate, but that contention is 
denied, because the claim is not based 
upon the reasonableness of the rate 
charged. It involves simply a ques- 
tion of tariff construction. Wheeler 
& Motter case, 20 I. C. C., 141, cited 
and followed; Aug. 16, p. 376. 

Telephone Service. No. 5463. Opinion 
No. 2386 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 622). 
Submitted May 10, 1913. Decided June 
18, 1913. Upon protest of alleged un- 
due discrimination against new sub- 
scribers to the local telephone service 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., because, instead of 
the old form of contract under which 
unlimited service is given at a flat 
rate per annum, they are offered only 
the various forms of limited-service 
contract which provide for a certain 
number of calls at a stated sum per 
annum, with additional calls at so 
much per call; Held: That in view 
of the fact that no charge is made or 
call recorded against either class of 
subscribers by respondent company for 
the local call used in connecting with 
the interstate line, and that therefore 
there is no discrimination with respect 
to interstate transmission, this is a 
controversy over which, upon the facts 
of this case, this Commission has no 
jurisdiction. Proceeding discontinued; 
July 19, p. 169. 

Toledo Produce Exchange vs. Ann Ar- 
bor Railroad Co. et al. No. 56295. 
Opinion No. 2380 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
536). Submitted April 9, 1913. De- 
cided June 23, 1913. The Toledo 
Produce Exchange complains against 
the restrictions placed upon the for- 
warding of grain and grain products 
after transit at Toledo, Ohio, and asks 
for the establishment of reshipping 
rates, ex-lake rates and export rates 
on grain and grain products on the 
usual basis of 78 per cent of the cor- 
responding Chicago-New York rates; 
Held: (1) That joint through rates 
with transit at Toledo should be es- 
tablished to cover the movement of 
grain and grain products by all rea- 
sonably direct routes to points in the 
East. (2) That domestic and export 
rates on ex-lake grain forwarded 
from. Toledo to New York should be 
established in the relation of 78 from 
Toledo to 60 from Buffalo. The cus- 
tomary differentials to other destina- 
tions should be observed. (3) That 
export rates on grain and flour from 
Toledo to New York should be as 78 
is to 60 for the export rates on grain 
and flour from Buffalo with the cus- 
tomary differentials to other North 
Atlantic ports; July 19, p. 158. 

Topeka Traffic Association vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg Railway Co. et al. No. 
5207. Opinion No. 2361 (27 I. C. C. 
Rep., 428). Submitted March 6, 
1913. Decided June 19, 1913. Rates 
on bananas from Galveston, Tex., and 
New Orleans, La., to Topeka, Kans., 
found to be unjustly discriminatory to 
the extent they exceed the rates to 
certain more distant points. Repara- 
tion denied; July 5, p. 24. 

Traffic Association of St. Louis Coffee 
Importers vs. Illinois Central Railroad 
Co. et al. No. 5363 (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 484). Submitted May 15, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 7, 1913. Rate of 23 cents 
per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of coffee in carloads from New Or- 
leans, La., to St.. Louis, Mo., not 
shown to be unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory or unduly prejudicial. 
Complaint dismissed; Nov. 29, p. 1005. 


Traffic Bureau of Nashville, Tenn., vs. 
Louisville & Nashville Kaiiroad Co. et 
al. No. 4604. (28 I. C. C. Kep., p. 
533). Submitted san, 16, 1913. Decided 
Dec. 9, 1913. (1) Conditions affecting 
the transportation of coal trom Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad western 
Kentucky mines to Louisville,; Ky., 
Memphis and Nashville, Tenn.,. not 
founda to be so dissimilar as to pre- 
clude a comparison of the rates trom 
the same fields to the three citi¢s. 
(2) Kate of $1 per ton on coal to 
Nashville from Louisvilie & Nashville 
western Kentucky mines found to be 
unreasonable and rate of 80 cents 
prescribed. A like rate trom Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Rail- 
way mines in Tennessee and Ala- 
bama found to be unreasonable and 
rate of 90 cents prescribed. (3) Com- 
plaint as to unreasonableness of $1 
rate to Nashville on coal from Illinois 
Central western Kentucky mines not 
sustained. (4) The value of ton, car 
and train mileage statistics in fixing 
rates discussed. (5 The Louisville 
& Nashville and the Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga & St. Louis inter-switch all 
traffic, including coal, at Nashville. 
They refuse to switch coal to and 
from the Tennessee Centrai, which 
road retaliates by refusing to switch 
coal to or from the rails of either 
of the other two. Upon complaint; 
Held, That the practice of all three 
roads is unreasonable, and further, 
that of the Louisville & Nashville and 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St, Louis is 
unjustly discriminatory. Discrimina- 
tion required to be removed and rea- 
sonable practice prescribed. (6) 
‘“‘Terminals are either open or they are 
not,”’ and a carrier may not exercise 
an arbitrary discretion, based upon a 
Strained construction of the proviso of 
section 3, in saying for what roads 
and for what traffic it will open its 
terminals and for what other roads 
and traffic it will decline so to do; 
Dec. 27, p. 1186. 

JInited States of America vs. Union 
Pacific Railroad Co. et al, No. 5530 
(Sub-No. 1). Same vs. same. No. 
5530. (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 518). Sub- 
mitted Aug. 31, 1913. Decided Dec. 1, 
1913. On complaint of -the 
States government that the failure 
and refusal of defendants to estab- 
lish through routes and joint rates be- 
tween Chicago, Ill, and other points 
and Oregon Short Line R. R. stations 
via the Northern Pacific Ry. and via 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. 
subjects those carriers to undue preju- 
dice and disadvantage, deprives the 
government of the full benefit of land- 
grant deductions reserved to it by 
statute, and defeats the spirit and pur- 
pose of the so-called public highways 
act: Held, That the allegations of un- 
due prejudice and disadvantage are 
not sustained, that existing through 
routes via the Union Pacific R. R. are 
not shown to be unreasonably long, 
inadequate or unsatisfactory; that the 
Union Pacific and Oregon Short Line 
railroads are operated jointly and 
under a comomn management or con- 
trol, and no facts are shown which 
overcome the clear intent of Section 
15 of the act; that the Commission is 
not empowered to require carriers to 
grant to the United States free trans- 
portation or other rates or concessions 
than those afforded the general public 
and is not deprived of jurisdiction to 
consider the merits of a controversy 
by absence or affirmative showing of 
the right of the officer presenting the 
complaint to do so in the name of 
the United States. Complaint dis- 
missed; Dec. 20, p. 1136. 

Jnited Refrigerator & Ice Machine Co. 
vs. Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Co. et al. No. 5637 (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 439): Submitted Aug. 28, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 10, 1913. Shipment from 
Kenosha, Wis., to San Francisco, Cal., 
consisting of three ammonia com- 
pressors, condensers and _ receivers, 
with oi] traps and other appurte- 
nances, held to have been entitled to 
the less-than-carload rate provided 
for machinery, n. o. s., k. d., in pieces. 
Reparation awarded; Nov. 29, p. 984. 

Vegetables. I. & S. Docket No. 222. 
Opinion No. 2431 (28 I. C. C. Rep., ‘p. 
298). Submitted Sept. 2, 1913. De- 
cided Oct. 13, 1913. (1) Proposed in- 
creased rates on potatoes from points 


United. 


In Oklahoma to points in Colorado 
held to have been justified. Order of 
suspension vacated. (2) If, when 
viewed in the light of those consider- 
ations which enter into proper rate- 
making, a particular rate is fair and 
just for the service performed, the 
price at which the shipper markets 
his product cannot be accepted as the 
controlling factor in fixing the rate; 
Nov 1, p. 795. 

Victor Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 
Southern Railway Co. No. 4974. En- 
aree Manufacturing Co. et al. ys. 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. et 
al. No. 4974 (Sub-No. 1). (27 L. CG. 
C, Rep., p. 661). Submitted May 17, 
1913. Decided June 16, 1913. Rep- 
aration awarded on account of unrea- 
sonable rates charged for the trans- 
portation of steam coal in carloads 
from the Coal Creek region in east- 
ern Tennessee and other coal regions 
grouped therewith to Spartanburg, S. 
C., and other points grouped there- 
with; July 26, p. 205. 

Vienna, Ga, Mayor and City Council of, 
vs. Georgia Southern & Florida Rail- 
way Co. etal. No. 5026. Opinion No. 
2410 (28 I. C. C. Rep., p. 173). Sub- 
mitted May 17, 1913. Decided June 16, 
1913. The present adjustment of rates 
from the Ohio River crossings, from 
Birmingham, Ala., and from Knox- 
ville, Tenn., found to be unjustly dis- 
criminatory to Vienna, Ga., and un- 
duly preferential] to Cordele, Ga.; Aug. 
16, p. 364. 


Voleo Manufacturing Co. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. et 
al. No. 4956. Opinion No. 2429 (28 
I. C. C. Rep., p. 289). Submitted Jan. 
2, 1913. Decided Oct 13, 1913. The 
complainant’s petition for the estab- 
lishment of low commodity rates on 
eastbound shipments of its product 
not granted. The reduction of the 
present rates to a level suggested by 
the findings in the Kansas rate case 
allowed; Nov. 1, p. 792. 

Vulcan Iron Works Co. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. et 
al. No. 3340. Opinion No. 2369 (27 

Submitted Dec. 

13, 1912 Decided June, 9%, 1913. 

Findings in “original report herein 

modified and defendants’ rate of 63 

cents on iron and steel bars, steel 

plates, stgel sheets, and structural 
steel, fabricated or -unfabricated, to 

Denver, Colo., from St. Louis, Mo., 

and other Mississippi River crossings 

taking the same rates, applicable on 
traffic originating east of the Missis- 
sippi River, found to be unreasonable 
to the extent it exceeds 45 cents on all 
these commodities; July 12, p. 87. 


Washington Milling Co. vs. Norfolk & 
Western Railway Co. et al. No. 5143. 
Opinion ‘No. 2381 (27 I. C. C. Rep., p. 
546). Submitted Jan. .16,. 1913.. De- 
cided June 9, 1913. Rate of 19 cents 
per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of grain products, in carloads, from 
Washington Court House, Ohio, to 
points on the Norfolk & Western Ry. 
east of Kenova, W. Va., to and in- 
cluding Bluefield, W. Va., found un- 
reasonable to the extent it exceeds 15 
cents. Reparation awarded; July 19, 
p. 162. 

Washington Western Ry., Joint Rates 
With, (See Lumber). 


Wausau Advancement Association et al. 
vs. Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Co. et al. No. 5771. (28 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 459). Submitted Oct. 22, 1913. De- 
cided Nov. 4, 1913. (1) Rates on 
lumber in carloads from Wausau and 
other points.in northern Wisconsin to 
points in -southern Michigan in the 
Benton Harbor group, justified as 
fairly in line with the adjustment to 
all destinations in Central Freight 
Association territory. (2) Charge that 
such rates are discriminatory as com- 
pared with rates to the same points 
from Menominee, Mich., and Minneap- 
olis, Minn., involves adjustment to 
entire Central Freight Association ter- 
ritory, and is not determined on this 
record, but is left open for considera- 
tion if hereafter brought before the 
Commission upon adequate petition 
and record. Complaint dismissed; 
Nov. 29, p. 995. 

Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association of 
America vs. Chicago, Rock Island & 


I. C. C. Rep, p. 468). 
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Pacific Railway Co. et al. No. 4902. 
Opinion No. 2360 (27 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 417). Submitted March 8, 1913. De- 
cided: June 16, 1913. Advances in rates 
on grapes in carloads from Chicago, 
lll., East St. Louis, IIL, and St. Louis, 
Mo., to various points in Kansas not 
found to have been justified. Restora- 
tion of former rates ordered; in- 
creased carload minimum approved, 
and reparation awarded; July 12, p 
73. 

Weyl-Zuckerman & Co. vs. Colorado 
Midland Railway Co, et al. No. 5185. 
Opinion No. 2372 (27 I. C. C. Rep., 
p. 493). Submitted March 8, 1913. De- 
cided June 20, 1913. Complainant 
shipped three carloads of potatoes 
from points in Colorado to points in 
California, routed via the San Pedro, 


Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad, | 


which, owing to washouts on the line 
of that road, were diverted to the 
Southern Pacific by the initial carrier 


without instructions from owner: Held: | 


That the initial carrier is liable for 
the resulting increase in the trans- 
portation charges. Reparation award- 
ed; July 12, p. 90. 

Wheeler & Motter Dry Goods Co. vs 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. 
(See Taylor, John, Dry Goods Co., 
etc.) 


in Connection with Chicago, Zeigler & 
Gulf R. R. Co. In the Matter of the 
Investigation and Suspension of Ad- 
vances in Rates By Carriers for the 
Transportation of Coal and Other 
Commodities Between Zeigler, IIL, 
and Other Points in Missouri, Iowa 
and Other States By Cancellation of 
Joint Rates in Connection with Chi- 
cago, Zeigler & Gulf Railroad. I. & 
S. Docket No. 185. Opinion No. 2354 
(27 I. Cc. C. Rep., p. 353). Submitted 
May 16, 1913. Decided June 16, 1913. 
On proposed cancellation of joint rates 
in connection with the Chicago, Zeigler 
& Gulf R. R. Co.; Held: That (1) 
The service performed by the Zeigler 
road in drawing empty cars from the 
tracks of the line-hau! carriers to the 
Zeigler coal mine and returning the 
loaded cars thereto is private trans- 
portation, and that it may not be 
the recipient of divisions from joint 
through interstate rates on coal traf- 
fic from such mine. (2) Not being 
the “owner of the property trans- 
ported,”” it may not receive an allow- 
ance for the service it renders. (3) 
The allowance or division which it 
now receives on interstate shipments 
of coal constitutes unjust discrimina- 
tion and undue prejudice against other 
coal mines served by respondents. 
(4) The order of suspension should 
be vacated; July 5, p. 16. 


Decisions, cases cited in (Editorial); p. 1. 


Decker, Martin S. (with portrait) (Edi- 
torial); p. 782. 

Delano, Frederic A., president Monon 
Route (with portrait); p. 1212. 

Delano, F. A., on rate advances; p. 1015. 

Delay: Carrier not responsible for un- 
avoidable (Legal); p. 567. 

Delay, umreasonable: What constitutes 
(Legal); p. 1120. 

Delay: Carrier liable if occasioned by 
negligence (Legal); p. 1164. 

Delivery, store door (Editorial); pp. 362, 
405. 

Delivery, store door; pp. 270, 384, 495 

Delivery, store door (I C C decision); 
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Dilivery: Washington and Baltimore 
merchants will use motor trucks for; p. | 
618. 

Delivery in order consignment without} 
surrender of bill of lading (Legal); p.| 
1165. 





Dry goods rates: 








Delivery service, carriers must define (I 
C C decision) p. 487. 

Delivery: Placement on private tracks 
without notice (Legal): p. 1029. 

Delivery: Carrier’s liability ordinarily 
ends with (Legal); p. 819. 

Delivery: Washineton demands 
door; pp. 457, 540. 

Demurrage in Iowa; p. 986. 

Demurrage rules: N. St. L. report; p 
986. 

Demurrage: Private cars on 
tracks (Legal): p. 274. 

Demurrage, reciprocal in California; pp. 
172, 561. 

Demurrage in Iowa and Illinois; p. 573. 


store- 


private 


Demurrage for detention of refrigerator 
cars (Legal); pp. 680, 907. 

Demurrage, earnings (Editorial); p. 549. 

Demurrage charges account of delay 
caused by storage of water (Legal); p. 
1067. 

Demurrage: Hearing on; p. 1052. 

Demurrage: N, A. R. C. report; p. 850. 

Demurrage: Influence in reducing short- 
age: By James O. Klapp; p. 864. 

Demurrage case dismissed, Iowa; p. 723. 

Demurrage in Louisiana; p. 1159. 

Demurrage in Michigan; p.-797. 
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“Department’ or 
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sion); p. 1042. 
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Distance tariff for local shipments not ap- 
plicable to interstate (Legal); p. 567. 
Distribution, coal car (I C C decision); p. 
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sioners; p. 781. 
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p. 621. 
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834. 
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1133. 
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Mails, Clover Leaf refuses to carry; P. 
361. 

Motor trucks supersede horses: p. 657 

New England investigation: p. 53. 

New Haven road and public relations; 
p. 241. 

New Haven wreck, criticism of: p. 585. 

New Haven dissolution: p. 1039. 

Nyctalopia and pussy-footing; p. 621. 

Opinion members dropped from Com- 
mission’s decisions; p. 919. 

Paying for tariffs: p. 129, 885. 

Pace that kills: p. 980. 

Perishable freight, handling; p. 585. 

Pooling equipment; p. 285. 

Railway burdens; p. 1177. 

Rate advances in Official Classification 
Territory; p. 781, 833, 885, 886, 919, 
979. 

Rate advance case; p. 1083. 

Rebates, state: p. 406. 

Traffic as a profession: p. 513. 

Traffic World’s New York office, re- 
moval of: p. 980. 

Traffic World, specific wses of: p. ! 

Valuation, James H. Hill, on: p. 


XII, 


Valuation: Commissioner 
speak on; p. 1133. 

Valuing a roadbed; p. 1. 
Weighing better, in sight; p. 285. 
Weight-Dryout the moisture; p. 737. 
Wells, Fargo efficiency work; p. 241. 
Wire Lines: Control of, p. 1133. 

Egg breakage, investigation of p. 282. 

Electric line: Through route over (IC C 
decision); p. 144. 

Electric line routes, through; p. 116. 
Electric railways: N. A. R. C. report; 
p. 851. ‘ 
Electric road is a railroad (Supreme Court 
decisions); p. 32 


Prouty to 


Elgin, Joliet & Chicago: 
Investigation wanted; p. 184. 

Electric Vehicle Association picnic; p. 358 

one allowances (I C C decision); p. 
007. 

Elgin, Ill, rates to (I C C decision) p. 943. 

Elgin, Joliet & Chicago Electric Railway: 
Investigation demanded; p. 184. 

Elgin, lll, demands same rates as Aurora; 
p. 498. 

Elliott, Howard: ‘‘The Truth About Rail- 
roads’’; p. 848. 

Elliott, Howard, address before Boston 
Chamber of Commerce (Editorial). 

Howard: Heads New Haven 
road; p. 243. 

Elliott, Howard: Pleads for New En- 
gland; p. 628. 

Elliott, Howard: Address before Railway 
Business Association; p. 1106. 

Reins 

to those who can drive; p. 491. 


|Embargo, hay: New York Association 


wants notice; p. 1153. 

Embargo points: Freight charges on 
shipments returned (Legal); p. 726 

Death of; p. 1021 

Employes families: No passes for in 
Pennsylvania; p. 490. 

England’s Inland Waterways: By W. 
Jackson; pp. 420, 449. 

Equipment, pooling (Editorial): p. 285. 

Erdman act board: No appropriation 
(Washington Letter); p. 587. 

Erie: Annual report: p. 1045. 


| Erie case (Commerce Court decision) 


1100. 


Evansville, Ind., gateway to South; 
1130. 


Evasions of interstate commerce law; 
I. T. L. report; p. 892. 

Examiners of Commission: S. H. Cowan 
wants to see reports; p. 863. 

Examiners’ reports of hearings: N. I. T. 
L. report; p. 894. 

Excelsior rate from St. Paul; p. 263. 

Expense bills, in complete: N. I. 
report. 

Explosives, storage charges on in C. F. A. 
Territory (I. C. C. decision); p. 937. 

Explosives, hearing; p. 1148 

Explosives: Personnel of Bureau of (with 
group pictures): p. 1157. 

Export freight for Canada; p. 863. 

Exports and imports (Washington Let- 
ter); p. 407. 

Export grain accounts: Settling; p. 442. 

Express for household supplies: Wells- 
Fargo plan; p. 394. 


~~ ae 


| Express cases, orders in; p. 1214 


Express charges on shipments to replace 
lost or damaged shipments (Legal); p. 
501 

Express Claims, Handling: By H. L. 
Willard; p. 559 

Express companies waiting; p. 382 

Express companies want time; p. 573 

Express companies pioneers (Editorial): 
Pp. 693. 

Express companies not to contest order: 
p. 782, 803. 

Express decision in California; p. 723. 

ee Efficiency of Wells-Fargo; p 

mapeere matters (Washington Letter); p. 

Express, Order on (I C C decision): p 
954. 

Express order postponed: p. 880. 

Express rate order: Postponement of 
(Washington Letter): p. 695. 

Express rate decision expected; p. 230. 

Express rate order suspended; p. 712. 

Express rates; p. 261. 

Express rates, intrastate: Conference of 
N. A. R. C.; p. 1115. 

Express rates, Illinois; p. 871. 

Expres rates: Conference on with Illinois 
commission; pp. 1149, 1176. 

Express rates, Oklahoma; p. 823. 

Express Rates. Practices, etc. (I C C dect- 
sion): p. 312. 

Express rates: Zone system, credit for: 
Pp. 350. 

Express rates in New Mexico; pn, 662. 
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Express regulations: Uniformity in (Edi-]| Grain 
torial); p. 1133. Grain 
Express rules and classification: Abstract 488. 
of decision; p. 338. Grain 
Express service and rates: N. A. R. C.| Grain 
conference; p. 956. Grain 


torial); p. 442. 996. 
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rates: Chicago; p. 118. 
rates: Kansas City complaint; p. 


rates, Illinois: Argument; p. 958. 


r 


ates, lowa (I C C decision): p. 930. 


rates from Minneapolis to Chicago 
Express service and rates: N. A. R. C. (I C C decision); p. 156. 

report; p. 813. Grain rates on Norfolk & Western (IC C 
Express service: Improving; p. 618. decision); p. 162. 
Fares, special reduced passenger (Edi-| Grain rates, Oklahoma (I C C decision) p. 


Farm industries: Development of; p | Grain rates: Sioux City not a oe 
1089. |} against (I C C decision); 32 


Farrell, P. J. (Editorial); p. 885. | Grain: 


Transit provided at ‘Toledo acCcc 


Fast freight post in Germany (Editorial); | decision); p. 158. 


p. 361. Grain: 


Milling at Lockport, N. Y. (IC C 


Fertilizer rates from Baltimore; p. 1154. | decision); p. 219. 


Federal or state authority (Washington| Grape 


Letter); p. 739. | sion); 


minimum increased (I C C deci- 
Pp. 73. 


Fiber packages, efficiency of (Editorial);| Great Northern protests refunding charges 


ool. 


p. yD | 
Filing by traffic managers (Illustrated) | Hall, 


By Thomas Kirke; p. 631. p. 27 


Filing, uniform system of; p. 438. Hardie 
Finley, W. W. (Washington Letter); p./} 271. 


> 
, 


to East Grand Forks; p. 600. 
John: Rates, Not Form, Esential; 


“oW. V.: Paying for tariffs; p. 


982. | Hardware rates in Montana; p. 756. 
Finley, W. W.: Relations of press to| Harrison, Faifax, to live in Washington 


railways; 


p. 425 (Washington Letter); p. 1041. 


Finley, W. W. Death of (with portratit);| Harrison, Fairfax, president Southern 


p. 1021. 


Railway (with portrait); p. 1040. 


Finn, Laurence B.: Address to National| Hashagen, J. D.: Opening of Panama 


Association of Railway Commissioners; | Canal; 


p. 750. 


85? | Hashagen, J. H.: Losing Claim Papers; 


p. 852. 
Fitzgerald, J. M.: Railroads and the cost p. 1144. : 3 
of living (with portrait): p. 1049. | Hay rates from Northwest to Ohio River 


Flax Tow from St. Paul; p. 263. 


Floods Demurrage charge account of} Hayes, 


delay from (Legal): p. 1067. 


Floods, protecting from; p. 272. Hill, J. . 
Floods: Demage by on Pennsylvania| Hirdler, Carl: Make charges fit the load; 


Lines (illustrated); p. 498. p. 750. 


Foreign railroads transporting through| Hogs: 


points (I C C decision); p. 86. 


Arthur B.: Address before East- 


ern Fruit Growers’ Association; p. 962. 


J.. on valuation (Editorial); p. 781. 


Rates in Montana; p. 497. 


shipments from the U. 8S. (Legal); p. Hours of service; p. 1143. 7 
529. Houston & Brazos Valley changes; p. 359. 


Forest products: Advances on; p. 270. 


Forest products exposition; pp. 869, 1031. 1 &s. 


Forester, J. C.: The Man Up a Tree; p. I. 


Forms, report: Hearing on; p. 822. 


ORDERS. 


a & S. 
702. | No. 


1 


1 July 


Forms: New report; p. 751. 181 July 
Foss, Governor: The Massachusetts situ- 181 Sept 
ation; p. 627. 131 Dec. 
Ford, J. M.: Making a Uniform Classi- 182 Aug. 9 
fication; p. 415. 186 Aug. 
Frederick, Wm. H.: Paying for Tariffs; p. 195 Sept ; 
703. 198 Aug. 





Free time on cars held for switching 202 


Aug. 


orders (Legal); Pp. 528. 204 Aug 
Freight: Carrier usually entitled only on 205 Aug. 


goods delivered (Legal); p. 678. 

Freight Houses: Congestion at (Illus- 
trated); p. 752. 

Frisco and New York Central investiga- 
tion (Washington Letter); p. 443. 

Frisco Inquiry: Result of; p. 1027. 

Frisco officers resign; p. 1110. 

Fruit jobbers, Western; p. 1036. 

Fruit rates from Florida; p. 1153. 

Fruit rates: Complaint of; p. 738. 

Furniture rates to Pacific Coast: Hearing 
in Chicago; p. 860. 

Fyfe, Robert C., chairman Western 
Classification Committee (with portrait); 
p. 1113. 

Galveston, wharfage at; p. 862. 

Gardner testifies in peninsular ore rate 
case (Editorial); p. 129. 

Georgia rates from Ohio River crossings 
adjusted (I C C decision); p. 364, 744. 
Georgia rates preferential to Atlanta (i C 

C decision) p. 923. 

Georgia rates (I C C decision) p. 989. 

Georgia rates discriminatory (I C C deci- 
sion); p 1008. 

Georgia: Joint through rates in (I C C 
decision); p. 321. 

Georgia’s state owned railway (Editorial) ; 


p. 1. 

Gifts from shippers to carriers’ employes 
(Legal); p. 641. 

Glenn: La Follette opposes; p. 1084. 

Gocds misdirected and undelivered 
(Legal): p. 352. 

Gorton, F. C.: Traffic Manager a Para- 
site?; p. 630. 

Gothlin, O. P.: Address before Railway 
Commissioners; p. 812. 

Government: No preference shown to (I 
C C decision); p. 1136. 

Government ownership; p. 1204. 

Government ownership (Washington Let- 
ter); pp. 658, 1135, 1179. 

Grade Crossings: N. A. R. C. report; p. 
813. 

Grading Corn: Rules for; p. 424. 

Grain acounts, export: p. 442 

Grain handling: Indictments for: p. 1154. 

Grain men of Chicago want better cars: 
p. 1106. 

Grain rates in C. F. A. teritory (I C C 
decision); p. 1192. 
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Dec. 2 


Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec. 


July 26 “298 Icing “Practices: D. 1159. 


Sept. 


Sept. 13. p F22. Illinois Central. inquiry into relations 
Sept. 13. 532. with Yazoo & Mississippi Valley; p. 


July 5. 37. 988. 


Sept, 1: 532. Immigrants via Baltimore; p. 720. 


Sept. ., 522. Implement 


Manufacturers: on impor- 


Sept. 32. tance of freight transnortation; p. 869. 
Oct. 4, Imports ar4 Exports (Washington Let- 
Oct. 4, p 638. ter); p. 407. 
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Import Rates: N. I. T. L. report; p. 894. 

Increase Tariff filed (Washington Let- 
ter); p. 695. 

Incubators and Brooders, rates on (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 1182. 

Index of the half year (Editorial); p. 189. 

Indiana Commission: Supreme Court sup- 
ports; p. 748. 

Indictment for False Claims; p. 34. 

Indictment in New York Egg Case, p. 263. 

Informal Reparation Orders; pp. 234, 265. 

Informal Reparation Orders (Editorial); 
p. 737. 

Information, unauthorized (Legal); p. 351 

Initial Carrier: Liability for loss beyond 
its terminus (Legal); p. 872. 

Initial Carrier: Liability of when rate 
is based on value of merchandise (Le- 
gal); p. 121. 

Inspection Business, Weighing and By 
J. H. Blanton; p. 1101. 

Insurance, Transportation; p. 1078. 

Iowa Class Rates (I. C. C. decision); p 
320. 

Iowa Commission: Hearing on rates and 
classifications; p. 612. 

Iowa Decision: Meaning of; p. 402 

lowa Demurrage Case Dismissed; p. 723 

Jowa Grain Rates (I. C. C. decision); p. 
930. 

Iowa Interior Points, rates; p. 751 

jowa, rates to interior cities (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 254. 

Iron and Steel Rates from St. Louis (1. 
Cc. C. decision); p. 87. 

Iron Rates in Northern Michigan; p. 557 

Iron, Pig: Rates through Potomac gate- 
ways; p. 1211. 

Iron Rates, scrap; p. 

Iron Regions: Service in: 
Chicago; pp. 173, 223. 

Tron, Scrap, from Duluth (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 998. 

Iron, Scrap: Rates between Chicago and 
Milwaukee (I. C, C. decision); p. 1183 

Iron, Scrap, Rates: Wisconsin Commis- 
sion order; p. 1203. 

Ives, D. O., suggested for Commission 
vacancy; p. 1204. 

James, Francis B.: wiability of com- 
mon carriers; pp. 552, 634, 671, 704 
James, F. B.: Memorandum on rate ad- 

vance inquiry; p. 35. 

Johnson, Alva B.: Address on capitaliza- 
tion and rates; p. 859. 

Jurisdiction: Commerce Court refuses 
to assume in L. & N. case; p. 516 

Kansas ClaSs and Commodity Rates from 
St. Louis (I. C. C. decision); p. 209. 

Kansas Commission: Orders of: p. 1203 

Kennedy, William P.: To handle trans- 
portation problems; p. 882. 

Kindel and the Commission (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 551 

Kirke, Thomas: Book on railway record 
systems; p. 870. 

Kirke, Thomas: Filing by traffic man- 
agers (illustrated); p. 63 

Klapp. James O.: Paper before N. A. 
R. C.; p. 864. 

Labor Disputes: Funds wanted for ar- 
bitration; p. 595. 

Labor, government regulation of (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 131. 

La Follette opposes Glenn as Commis- 
sioner; p. 1084. 

La Grange (Ga.) Cases: Dates post- 
poned. 

Lard Tub Rates prescribed (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 485. 

Lee, Ivy L.: Address before Traffic Club 
of Pittsburgh; p. 1150 


LEGAL: 

Agent: Consignee acting as; p 274 

Allowances to owners of tank cars; p 
176. 

Baggage: Contracts limiting liability on 
must be specific; p 568. 

Bill of Lading: Duty of carrier when 
provisions cannot be complied with; 

40. 

Bill of lading, surrender of; p. 1165 

Caretakers: Special rates to; p 462 

Cars. tank: Allowances to owners of 
p 176. 

Cars: Two small in lieu of one large; 
p. 1121. 

Cars, open: Liability of carriers; p 
1164, 

Claims, undercharge: Governed by lex 
loci; p 427. 

Claims: Adjusting on point of origin 
weights; p 528. 

Claims, overcharge in state courts; p 


n° 
100. 


Hearing in 





Claims: Carriers must investigate be- 
fore paying; p. 1120. 

Claims: Time within which to file: p 
1028. 


Claims: Interest on loss and damage; 
p. 1206. 

Claims: Time within which to file; p. 
1206. 

Classifications: Combination rates using 
Southern and Western; pp 176, 389. 
Confiscation of property by carrier; p. 

1120. 

Conversion: Goods misdirected and un- 
delivered; p 352. 

County Fairs: Carriers not obligated 
to transport property free; p 965. 

Damage: Proof of loss or; p 1028. 

Damages: Concealed, under two bills 
of lading; p 40. 

Damages, measure of; p 872. 

Damages, special, resulting from re- 
mote causes; p 726. 

Damaged Goods: Owner realizing in- 
voice price; p 463. 

Damaged Shipment: Refusal of con- 
signee to accept; p 427. 

Delay: Carrier liable of ocacsioned by 
negligence: p. 1164. 

Delay, unreasonable; p. 1120. 

Delivery in order consignments with- 
out surrender of bill of lading; p. 1164. 

Demurrage for detention of refrigerator 
ears; pp 680, 907. 

Demurrage charges account of delay 
caused by stage of water; p. 1067. 

Demurrage: Private cars on private 
tracks; p 274. 

Delay: Carrier not responsible for un- 
avoidable; p 567. 

Delivery: Carrier’s liability ordinaril; 
ends with; p 819. 

Delivery: Placement without notice on 
private tracks; p 1029 

Distance tariff for local shipments not 
applicable to interstate; p 567. 

Embargo Points: Freight charges on 
shipments returned; p 726. 

Express charges on shipments to re- 
place lost or damaged shipments; p 
501. 

Floods: Demurrage charges account of 
delay from; p. . 

Free time on cars held for switching 
orders; p 528. 

Freight: Carrier entitled only on goods 
delivered; p 678. 

Foreign railroads transporting through 
shipments from the United States; 
p 5629. 

Gifts from shippers to carriers’ em- 
ployes; p 641. 

Information. unauthorized; p 351. 

Initial carrier: Liability of when rate 
is based on value of merchandise; p 
121. 

Initial Carrier: ITMbility for loss be- 
yond its terminus; p 872. 

Liability: Carriers ceases on safe de- 
livery; p 501. 

Liability, Carrier's: 
with delivery; p 819. 

Liability: Consignee acting as agent; 
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Liability, contributing, between water 
and rail carriers; p 640. 

Liability for deficit resulting from sale 
of goods for freight charges; p 819. 

Liability for loss after delivery: p 40. 

Liability for losses under the laws of 
shipping; p 599. 

Liability: Limitation of by contract; p 
389. 

Liability, limitation of: Burden of 
proof; p 599. 

Liability of consignee for undercharging 
if shipment accepted: p 351. 

Liability of initial carrier for loss be- 
yond its terminus; p 872. 

Liability of initial carrier when rate is 
based on value of merchandise: p 121 

Liability of initial carrier on through 
shipments; p 501 

Liability on baggage: Contracts limiting 
must be specific; p 568. 

Liability: Validity of stipulation lim- 
iting; p 907. 

Liability: Contract limiting valid: p 
1121. 

Limitation: Collection of undercharges 
not governed by two years’ period; 
p 121. 

Loss after delivery: p 40. 

Loss: Liability of initial carrier; p 
872. 

Loss or damage: Proof of: p 1028. 

Losses caused by waste, shrinkage, etc.; 
p 600. 

Lost or damaged shipments: Express 
charges on shipments to replace; p 
501. 

Lost shipments: 
charges; p 428. 

Lost shipments: Refund of freight 
charges; p 600. 





Ordinarily ends 


Refund of freight 


Marking: Conflict of in bill of lading 
and on package; p 501. 

Misdirected and undelivered goods; p 
352. 

Misrouting resulting in storage and 
drayage charges; p 231. 

Misrouting to make route interstate; 
p 176. 

Notice of arrival: Sufficiency of; p 529. 
Notice of straight shipment; p 965. 
Notice to collect freight, shipper’s: Car- 
rier not bound; p 640. 

Overcharge claims in state courts; p 
600 
“Owner's Risk:’’ Meaning of in ship- 
ping receipt; p 501. 

Passes governed by tariff rules; p 965. 
Perishable freight moving on regular 
local trains; p 965. 

Placement on private tracks constitutes 
delivery; p 1029. 

Private cars on private tracks subject 
to demurrage; p 274. 

Private tracks Delivery on; p 1029. 
Proof of loss or damage; p 1028. 
Publication of rates, erroneous; p 389. 
Rail and water: Routing via; p 502. 
tate: Through, in excess of combina- 
tion of locals; pp 678, 758. 

Rate: Through takes precedence over 
proportional; p 40. 

Rates: Combination using Southern 
and Western classifications; pp 176, 
389. 

Rates in both directions; p. 1206. 

Rates on carload shipments when none 
in effect; p. 1206. 
teconsigned shipments; p 390. 

Reconsignment of refused shipments; 
p 726. 

Reconsignment privileges, subject ‘to 
jurisdiction of Commission; p 428. 
Reconsignment rules: Necessity of pub- 

lishing; p 727. 

Reduction of rate not proof prior rate 
unreasonable; p 528. 

Refrigerator cars: Demurrage for de- 
tention of; pp 680,. 907 
Refund of freight charges on lost ship- 
ments; p 428. 

Refund of freight charges on lost ship- 
ments; p 600. 
Refused shipments: 
p 726. 

Refused shipments: Return on; p 274. 
Refused shipments: Storage charges on; 
p 502. 

Returned shipments to embargo points: 
Freight charges on; p 726. 
teturn on refused shipments; p 274. 
Return shipments: Legal status of; p. 
1067. 

Route, lowest available: Shippers right 
to; p 757 
Routes: All-rail and rail-and-water 
available; p 819. 

Routing, shipper’s: Higher rate in con- 
sequence of; p 567. 

Routing via rail and water; p 502. 
Sale of Goods: Owner liable for defi- 
cit; p 819. 

Scales: Carriers should install adequate 
and accurate: p. 1164. 

“Shipper’s Load and Count’: Stipula- 
tion; p 757. 

Shipment C. L., moving at L. CG. L. 
rate; p 966. 

Shipping laws: Liability for loss under; 
p 599. 

Station, non-agency: Delivery of or- 
der shipment with draft attached; p 
1028. 

Storage charges: Carrier acting as 
warehouseman entitled to; p 758. 
ne charges on refused shipments; 
p 902. 

Storage charges on goods held for fu- 
ture transportation; p 872 
Switching charges: Status of in inter- 
state movement; p 462. 

Switching orders: Free time on cars 
held for; p 528, 

Tariff, Interstate: Application to in- 
trastate shipments; p. 1067. 

Tickets, commutation: Rules governing 
cannot discriminate between classes 
of persons; p 529. 

Undercharges: Collection not governed 
by two years’ limitation: p 121. 
Undercharges: Consignee liable if ship- 
ment accepted; p 351. 

Undercharge claims governed™ by lex 
fori; p 427. 

Value of merchandise: Rate based on; 
p 121. 

Warehouseman: When carrier becomes; 
p 757. 

Water and rail carriers: Contributing 
liability between: p 640. : 
Weighing, Re-: At destination; p 351. 


teconsignment of; 
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Weighing: Carriers should instal proper 
scales; p. 1164. 

Weights at points of origin and des- 
tination; p 230. 

Weights, point - of - origin: 
claims on; p 528. 
League, Montgomery, 
Men’s; p. 438. 
Legislation: No 
Letter); p. 921. 
Legislation, Necessary: N. I. 

port; p. 894. 
Legislation: N. A. R, C. 
Leigh, E. B.: Address before Railway 

Business Association; p. 1157. 

Leland, F. A.: Paying tor tariff; p. 551. 
Lemon Rate Case (Washington Letter); 
D. 835. 
Lemon Rate 

cision; p. 847. 

Liability on Baggage: Contracts limiting 

must be specific (Legal); p. 568. 
Liability, Carriers: Ordinarily ends with 

delivery (Legal); p. 819. 
Liability: Consignee acting as 

(Legal); p. 274. 

Liability of Consignee for under charges 
if shipment accepted (Legal); p. 351. 
Liability of Common Carriers: By Fran- 
cis B. James; pp. 552, 634, 671, 704. 
Liability: Carrier’s ceases on safe 

livery (Legal); p. 501. 
Liability: Limitation of by 

(Legal); p. 389. 
Liability, Limitations of: 

proof of (Legal); p. 599. 
Liability of Carriers (Editorial); p. 550. 
Liability, Contributing, between maker 

and rail carriers (Legal); p. 640. 
Liability of Initial Carrier when rate is 

based on value of merchandise (Legal); 

» 121. 
Liability of Initial Carrier for loss be- 

yond its terminus (Legal); p. 872. 
Liability for Losses under laws of ship- 

ping (Legal); p. 599. 
Liability of Initial Carrier 

shipments (Legal); p. 501. 
Liability for deficit resulting from sale 

of goods for freight charges. (Legal); 

p. 819. 

Liability: Contract (Le- 

gal); p. 1120. 
Liability: Validity of 

ing (Legal); p. 907. 
Lighterage Charges at Chicago (I. C. C. 

decision); p. 947. 
Limitation: Collection of 

not governed by two 

(Legal); p. 121. 

Little, J. A.: Marine Commerce of Su- 

perior, Wis. (illustrated); p. 417. 

Live Stock and Packinghouse Products 

(I. C. C. decision); p. 922. 

Live Stock Rates from St. Louis to 
Owensboro, Ky.: Argument; p. 1119. 
Live Stock: Feeding and grazing in 

transit (Conference ruling); p. 337. 
Live Stock inquiry instituted; p. 1149. 
Live Stock Market, St. Louis; p. 797. 
Live Stock Rates: Cattle Raisers’ Asso- 

ciation of Texas; p. 755. 

Loading of Cars, heavier (Editorial); p. 

920. 

Loading of Cars, 

eration’’; p. 696. 
Loading of Cars: 

1200. 
Loading: 
Loads, Adjustment 

terly; p. 517. . 
Locomotive Boiler Inspection; p. 1178. 3 
Looking Facts in the Face: By a Ne- 

braska Farmer; p. 1161. 

Loss: Liability of initial carrier (Legal); 

>», 872. 
> after Delivery (Legal); p. 40. 

Loss or Damage: Proof of (Legal); p. 

1028. 

Losses and Shortages: Concealed; p. 670. 
Losses: Claims for concealed; p. 489. 
Losses caused by wash, shrinkage, etc. 

(Legal); p. 600. 
Lost Shipments: 

charges (Legal); 
Lost or Damaged 
charges on shipments 

gal); p. 501. 
Louisiana Commission Orders; p. 868. 
Louisiana: No mileage Rates for; p. 

1158. 

Lumber Rates; p. 754. 
Lumber Rates to Paducah, 
Lumber Rate; hardwood, on 

Nashville; p. 1138. 
Lumber Rates from 

decision); p. 135. 
Lumber Rates from Points on Washing- 

ton Western (I. C. C. decision); p. 192. 
Lumber Rates to Memphis (I. C. C. de- 

cision); p. 147. 


Adjusting 
Ala., Business 


plans for (Washington 


T. L. re- 


report; p. 813. 


Case: Supreme Court de- 


agent 


de- 
contract 


Burden of, 


on through 


limiting valid 
stipulation limit- 


under charges 
years’ period 


“Co-op- 
669, 


750. 
H. Sit- 


Heavier: By 


Heavy; pp. 1090, 
Make charges fit; p. 
of: By W. 


Refund of freight 
pp. 428, 600. 
Shipments: 


to replace 


Express 
(Le- 


Ky.; p. 894. 
Louisville & 


Memphis (I. C. C. 
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861. 


Rates: Reduction of; p. 
Coast 


Lumber Rates from North Pacific 
points (I, C. C. decision); p. 82. 

Lumber Rates from North Carolina (I. 
€. C. decision); p. 28. 

Lumber Rates, hardwood, from South to 
Virginia cities; p. 1115. 

Lumber Rates: Hearing in Chicago; p. 
860. 

Lumber, hardwood, from Arkansas points 
to New Orleans (I. C. C. decision); p. 
381. 

Lumber, reparations awarded 
decision); p. 4. 

Lumber from Northern Wisconsin (L C. 
C. decision); p. 995. 

Lumber from Texas (I. C. C. 

p. 999. 

Machinery, shipping in bundles; p. 871. 
Mails, compensation for carrying (Wash- 
ington Letter); pp. 287, 361, 443. 
Mails: Pay for carrying; pp. 269, 717, 

1146. 

Man Up a Tree; p. 701. 

Manufacturer’s Railway Case (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 623. 

Manufacturer's Railway 
ment; pp. 916, 957. 

Map: Railroad and 
land; p. 54. 

Marble, Commissioner: Succession to 
(Washington Letter); p. 982. 

Marble, Commissioner: Death of; p. 981. 
Marking: Conflict of in bill of lading and 
on package (Legal); p. 501. 
Marks, E. E.: The Industrial Traffic 

Manager; p. 490. 

Massachusetts Situation: By 
Foss; p. 627. 

Maxwell, W. C., general traffic manager 
Wabash (with portrait); p. 1084. 

McColgin, E. L.: The Eastern Rate Ad- 
vance; p. 172. 

Meat Rates from 
on; p. 564. 

Meats, fresh, from 
cision); p. 993. 

Meditation: Funds wanted for; p. 595. 

Mellen, C. S., resignation of; p. 223. 

Meridian, Miss., class and commodity 
rates from (I. C. C. decision); p. 932. 

Mexico: Shipments to under revolution- 
ary conditions (Conference ruling); p. 
336. 

Mexico: Exchange of passes with (Con- 
ference ruling); p. 336. 

Michigan, Demurrage in; p. 797. 

Michigan Switching Case (Sup. court de- 
cision); p. 1139. 

Michigan Switching Case Settled; p. 1119. 

Mileage Books in South Carolina (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 842. 

Milk Rates from Mississippi points to 
New Orleans (I. C. C. decision); p. 168. 

Milling in Transit: Corn at Oneonta, N. 
Y. Ci. C. C. decision); p. 21. 

Minimum Increased, Grape (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 73 


Lumber 


i, = 


decision) ; 


Case: Argu- 


industrial of Cleve- 


Governor 


Hearing 
de- 


Minnesota: 


Omaha (I. C. C. 


Fargo complains of rate ad- 
1147. 

Mileage 
402. 
Rates: 


Minnesota: 
justment; p. 
Minnesota 
ished; p. 
Minnesota 
p. 402. 
Minnesota 
Minnesota: 
Minnesota 
868. 
Minsor, R. K.: 
1144. 
Misbilling, 
Misbilling: 
1082, 1150, 
Misdescription, 
Misrouting (I. C. C. 
Misrouting to make 
(Legal): p. 176. 
Misrouting, resulting in storage and dray- 
age charges (Legal); p. 231. 
Missouri Commission requires statement 
of tariff changes. 
Mississippi River Case (I. C. C. decision); 


p. 313. 
Missouri (i. C. 


River Commodity 
C. decision); p. 740. 
Molasses, Blackstrap: 
Molasses, Blackstrap: Hearing; p. 
Montana, rate situation in; p. 756. 
Montana Rates on hogs; p. 497. 
Morton, J. F., package cars a necéssity; 
p. 905. 
Moseley, Edward A.: Life of; p. 869. 
Motorcycle Rates: Argument; p. 749. 
Mundy, Flovd W.: Book on Earning 
Power of Railway; p. 1149. 
Mudge, H. U.: Railway Situation: p. 566. 
Nashville complaint argued; p. 747. 
National Association of Railway Commis- 
sioners, Gothlin’s address to (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 783. 


Bureaus to be abol- 
How to secure refund; 
Passenger Rates; p. 400. 

Through Rates in; p. 593. 
Distance Rates: Hearing; p. 
Writing for tariff; p. 


904, 
pp. 


indictments for; p. 
Pleads guilty of; 
1204. 


1046, 
indictment for; p. 962. 


decision); p. 949. 
route’ interstate 


Rates 


1118. 
958. 


Argument; p. 


Nebraska Farmer: Looking facts in the © 
face; p. 1161. 

New England: 

New England Investigation 
pp. 53, 717. 

New England joint rate tariff; p. 871. 

New England rate condition unnatural 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 483. 

New England Roads: Investigation of 
(I. C. C, decision); p. 92. 

New Haven Affairs: Inquiry into (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 887. 

New Haven Dissolution 
540, 721, 1039. 

New Haven road censured; p. 119. 

New Haven road and public relations 
(Editorial); p. 241. 

New Haven wreck, (Edi- 
torial); p. 585. 

New Haven wrecks (Washington Letter); 
p. 478. 

New Mexico: 

New York Central Bonds: 
of; pp. 262, 268. 

New York Central Bonds and J. P. Mor- 
gan (Washington Letter); p. 515. 

“ha York Central Bonds: Hearing; p. 
519. 

New York Central Investigation (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 443. 

New _—_— Merchants’ Association of; pp. 

ia, tad. 

Nims, James A.: 
454. 

Norfolk & Western: 
1046. 

North Carolina Rates: 
vene; pp. 559, 707, 723. 

Notice of Arrival: Sufficiency of (Legal); 
p. 528. 

= of Straight Shipment (Legal); p. 
965. 

Notice to Collect Freight Shipper’s: 
rier not bound (Legal); p. 640. 
Myoteleams and Pussyfooting (Editorial); 

D. 621. 

Obrock, Frank: 

Oklahoma Grain Rates (I. C. 
p. 996. 

Operation: Control of; p. 1148. 

Opinion numbers dropped from Commis- 
sioner’s decisions (Editorial); p. 919. 
Opinions, unreported (Washington Let- 

ter); p. 243. 

Orders of Commissions, delay in enforce- 
ment of: N. A. R. C. report; p. 812. 
Ore from lake ports to Wheeling and 

Pittsburgh; p. 394. 

Ore Rates: Complaint accepted; p. 495. 

Ore Rates in Northern Michigan; p. 852. 

Ore Rates from lake ports; p. 706. 

Ore Rates from lake ports; p. 596. 

Ore Rates from Northern Michigan: 
guments; pp. 1116, 1160. 

Ore Rate to Pittsburgh; p. 337. 

Ore Rates: Both sides protest; p. 

Ore Rates: New move in; p. 424. 

Overcharge Claims in state courts 
gal); p. 600. 

“Owner’s Risk’: Meaning of in shipping 
receipt (Legal); p. 501. 

Pace That Kills (Editorial); p. 980. 

Package Cars: By J. F. Morton; p. 905. 

Package: Describing contents on; p. 454. 

Packers want reparation; p. 686. 

Packing House Products and Live Stock 
Rates (I. C. C. decision); p. 922. 

Paish, Sir George: Comparison of Eng- 
lish and American railroads (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 407. 

Panama Canal: Opening of; p. 750. 

ee Exposition: Rates to; p. 

Paneee Tae Exposition: Exhibits at; 
p. 830. 

Panama-Pacific Exposition: 
of exhibits; p. 863. 

Panasee Railroad (Washington Letter): 
p. 3. 

Panama Railroad: Employes 
titled to (Conference ruling); 

Paper, news print, from New 
to C. F. A. territory (I. C. 
p. 220. 

Paper Rates in Wisconsin (I. C. C. 
cision); p. 837. 

Paper: Rates from New England points 

een Ga. (I. C. C. decision); p. 

Paper Rates to Rhinelander, Wis.; p. 889. 

Parcel Post and the Commission (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 1135. 

Parcel Post Rates; pp. 230, 261. 

Parcel Post Orders; p. 1091. 

Passenger Fares on New York & New 
—— & Hartford (I. C. C. decision); 
Dp. 4. 

Passenger Excursion Fares (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 244. 

Passenger Rates in Kansas and Missouri; 
p. 550. 


Elliott pleads for; p. 628. 
(Editorial) ; 


(Editorial); pp. 


criticism of 


Express rates in; p. 662. 
Investigatiom 


Protecting weights; p. 
Annual report; p. 


Leave to inter- 


Car- 


Paying for tariffs; p. 336. 
C. decision); 


Ar- 


416, 


(Le- 


Free return 


not en- 
p. 336. 

England 
C. decision); 


de- 
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Passenger Fares: Tennessee; p. 869. 

Passes in Illinois: Denver correspond- 
ence; p. 974. 

Passes for employes of Panama Railroad 
(Conference ruling); p. 336. 

Passes for employes’ families in Pennsyl- 
vania; p. 490. 

Passes governed by tarif rules (Legal); 
p. 965. 

Passes: Exchange of with Mexican roads 
(Conference ruling); p. 336. 

Passes: Erie case dismissed; p. 980 

Passes in Lllinois to be withdrawn; p 
1012. 

Paying for Tariffs (Editorial); pp. 

885. 

Paying for Tariffs; pp. 30, 31, 115, 
271, 336, 383, 384, 414, 490, 557, 593 
632, 669, 702, 848, 896. 

Per diem rules do not apply to private 
cars; p. 272 

Perishable Freight: By Charles Conradis; 
pp. 589, 624, 660. 

Perishable Freights, handling (Editorial) ; 
. 585. 

Perishable Freight, moving on regular lo- 
cal trains (Legal); p. 965. 

Perishable Freight: Discussion on; Pp. 
$23. 

Petroleum Products: Rates from Okia- 
homa prescribed (IL C. C. decision); 
p. 79. 

Petroleum Rates in Texas and Arizona; 
p. 573. 

Petroleum Rates: Argument; p. 906. 

Philadelphia: Shipping from port; p. 618. 

Phillips, Ed. J.: Paying for tariffs; p. 
702. 

Pick-up Service, carriers must define (I. 
C. C. decision); p. 487. 

Pick-up Service: Tariff must define; p. 
458 


2006. 

Pipe Line Case; p. 723. 

Placement on Private Tracks constitutes 
delivery (Legal); p. 1029. 

Plant Facility, Zeigler Road (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 16. 

Poles and Piling Rates from Oregon to 
California (I. C. C. decision); p. 208. 

Pontoons for car transfer; p. 719 

Pooling Equipment (£ditorial); p. 285. 

Port Arthur, cotton rates to (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 61. 


PORTRAITS AND BIOGRAPHICAL 


SKETCHES: 


Banham, W. J. L., traffic manager, Otis 
Elevator Co.; p. 1178. 

Bassett, Ira S., commissioner Pittsburgh 
Commerce Club; p. 761. 

Bell, George T., commissioner Traffic 
Bureau Sioux City Commercial Club; 
p. 900. 

Bell, Oscar F., secretary-treasurer Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League; p. 
891. 

Briscoe, Howard M., vice-president New 
York Central & Hudson River; p. 738 

Burehmore, John S.; p. 45. 

Bush, H. C., member Western Classifi- 
cation Committee; p. 1114. 


Cavanagh, Joseph R., superintendent 
freight transportation Big Four; p. 
130. 

Clark, Lewis A., traffic manager Ball 
Bros. Glass Mfg. Co.; p. 276. 

Conn, George C., vice-pres. and freight 
traffic manager Pere Marquette; p. 
442. 

Delano, Frederick A., president Monon 
Route; p. 1212. 

Dodge, A. S., superintendent Western 
Railway Weighing & Inspection Bu- 
reau; p. 120. 

Bliiott, Howard, chairman New Eng- 
land Lines: p. 356. 

Finley, W. W., president Southern Rail- 
way, deceased; p. 1021. 

Finn, Laurence B., president National 
Association of Railway Commissioners; 
p 816. 

Fitzgerald, J. M., president Western 
Maryland; p. 1049. 

Fyfe, Robert C., chairman Western 
Classification Committee: p. 1113. 

Gray, D. G., general freight agent 
Western Maryland: p. 1038 

Hannaford, J. M., president Northern 
Pacific; p. 406. 

Harrison, Fairfax, president Southern 
Railway; p. 1040. 

Howard, J. T., assistant traffic manager 
Sears-Roebuck & Co.; p. 920 

Johnson, J. M., vice-president D. & R 
G. and Western Pacific; p. 550 

Keavy, J., vice-president National In- 
dustrial Traffic League; p. 892. 

Mack, A. F., president Traffic Club of 
New York; p. 614. 





Prendergast, W. E.: 


Marble, John H.; p. 981. 


Maxwell, W. C., general traffic manager 


Wabash; p. 1054. 
McCornack, Walter E.; p. 500. 
Moody, Samuel, pasenger traffic man- 


ager Pensylvania Lines, west of 


Pittsbug; p. 362. 


Newlean, J W., vice-president and 


comptroller Wells-Fargo & Co, Ex- 
press; p. 886. 

O'Meara, B. H., traffic manager Doug- 
last Co.; p. 190 

Prendergast, W. E., member Western 
Classification Committee; p. 1114. 

Prentis, Robert R., vice-president Na- 
tional Association of Railway Com- 
missioners; p. 816. 

Robeson, Brunner; p. 675 

Robinson, J. E., traffic manager Albert 
Miller & Co.; p. 724. 

Roederer, E. L., president Louisville 
Transportation Club; p. 286. 

Rosenheimer, L. D., general traffic man- 
ager Booth Fisheries Co.; p. 228. 

Schumacher. Thomas M., chairman, 
Rock Island System; p. 1214. 

Signer, Fred E., commissioner Associa- 
tion of Lake Lines; p. 824. 

Smiley, Thomas G., freight traffic man- 
ager, Western Maryland; p. 586 

Thorne, Clifford, vice-president National 
Association of Railway Commisison- 
ers: p. 816. 

Tomlinson, Charles W., general eastern 
freight agent Baltimore & Ohio; Pp. 
478. 

Tracy, Joseph P., Commissioner of Com- 
merce and Manufacture, Lethbridge, 
Alberta; p. 2. 

Webster, James, assistant freight traffic 
manager New York Central Lines; p. 
694. 

Wilson, H. G., president National In- 
dustrial Traffic League; p. 890. 

Winchell, Benjamin L.; p. 54. 

Wolf, Thomas L., rate clerk [Illinois 
Railroad & Warehouse Commission; p. 
1134. 

Woodworth, J. G., vice-president North- 
ern Pacific: p. 658. 

Wyatt, Harry L., traffic manager St. 
Louis National Stock Yards; p. 622. 
Young, Andrew G., traffic manager 
sapeese Sheet & Tin Plate Co.; p. 

421. 


Postal Cars, government; p. 1155. 
Posting Tariffs: No damage, no _ re- 


covery (I. C. C. decision); p. 288. 


Potash Rate fifth class (I. C. C. decision); 


p. 480. 

Potash fifth class; p. 457. 

Potato Rates, Oklahoma to Colorado (I. 
Cc. C. decision); p. 795. 

Potato Special: C. & N. W.; p. 882. 

Member Western 
Classification Committee (with por- 
trait); p. 1114. 

Press: Relations of to railways: By W. 
W. Finley; p. 425. 


Pridham Case: Arguments in (Washing- 


ton Letter); p. 659. 

Private Cars: Per diem rules do not 
apply; p. 272. 

Private Cars on private tracks subect to 
demurrage (Legal); p. 274. 

Private Tracks: Delivery on (Legal); 
p. 1029. 

Prizes in Packages (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 942. 

Proof of loss or damage (Legal): p. 1028. 

Prosecution: Railroads may avoid; p. 
1110. 

Prouty, Commissioner: 
p. 709. 

Prouty, Commissioner: Successor to 
(Washington Letter); pp. 694, 887. 

Publication of Rates: Erroneous (Legal); 
p. 389. 

Rags, classification of; p. 889. 

Rai] and Water: Routing via (Legal); 
p. 502. 

Railway Accidents; p. 272. 

Railway Burdens (Editorial); p. 1177. 

Railway Business for May; p. 263. 

Railway Business Association; p. 1080. 

Railway Business Association: Report of 
executive committee; p. 1105. 

Railway Commissioners, National Asso- 
ciation meeting; pp. 811, 850. 

Railway Commissioners: Executive com- 
mittee of; p. 1128. 

Railway Development Association; p. 918. 

Railway Earning Power: Book by Floyd 
W. Mundy; p. 1149. 
tailway Revenues and Expenses; pp. 419, 
453, 457, 537, 593, 605, 632, 670, 720, 722, 
755, 782, 852, 904, 920, 1201. 

Railways Measure Prosperity: Address 
by E. B. Leigh before Railway Busi- 
ness Association; p. 1157. 

Railways, statistics of; p. 182. 


Retirement of; 


Railroad Burdens: Address by Ivy L, Lee 
before Traffic Club of Pittsburgh; p. 
1150. 

Railroad defined (Sup. court decision); 
p. 32. 

Railroad Stocks and Bonds (Washington 
Letter); p. 8365. 

Railroads: Comparison of English and 
American (Washington Letter); p. 407. 

Railroads and the Cost of Living: By 
J. M, Fitzgerald, president Western 
Maryland; p. 1049. 

Raper, C. L.: Book on Railway Trans- 
portation; p. 887. 


RATES: 

Advance; p. 695. 

Advance and Wages; p. 171. 

Advance: Coal Company’s opposition 
to; p. 960 

Advance, Eastern Territory: Develop- 
ments expected; p. 880 

Advance, Eastern Territory: James’ 
memorandum; p. 35. 

Advance in Eastern Territory (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 22; (Washington Letter, 
p. 551). 

Advance favored by Vinton Collinry 
Co. 

Advance hearing: Few visionaries pres- 
ent (Washington Letter); p. 982. 

Advance: Hearing; pp. 1014, 1110, 1143. 

Advance issue not defined (Washington 
Letter); p. 921. 

Advance: Oil companies oppose; p. 960 

Advance: Order of Commission; p. 903. 

Advance: Proposed; p. 1201. 

Advance: Railroad showing impres- 
sive (Washington Letter); p. 1179. 
Advance Resolutions of Chicago As- 

sociation of Commerce; p. 960. 

Advance: Sentiment as to (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 104. 

Advance Sentiment divided; p. 1052. 

aevanes: Shippers views wanted; p 

9. 

Advance: Should be one-third higher 
(Washington Letter); p. 1085. 

Advance St. Louis favors; p. 54. 

Advance: Statement of Daniel Wil- 
lard; p. 1014. 

aren: Statement of Scheme of; p. 
047. 

Advance: Tariff filed; p. 712. 

seen implements from Wichita; 
p. 2 

Ammonia compressors (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 984. 

Apple from Memphis to Little Rock 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 1184. 

Arbitraries over basing permit (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 739. 

Automobile from New York to Portland, 
Ore. (I. C. C. decision); p. 941. 

Bags and bagging: From Galveston to 
Oklahoma; p. 388. 

Banana suspended; p. 560. 

Banana case reopened; p. 564. 

Bananas from Galveston (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 24. 

Bananas: Competition in; p. 1105. 

Barrel Staves from Decatur, Ala. (I. 
C. C. decision); p. 88. 

Bang point (Washington Letter); p 
ode. 
3askets and Carriers (I. C. C. decision): 
p. 410. 

Beer in Wisconsin; p. 1158. 

Beer from Dubuque (I. C. C. decision): 
p. 954. 

Birmingham Conference; p. 578. 

Birmingham asks adjustment; p. 263. 

Blackstrap Molasses: Hearing; p. 958. 

Block system (Washington Letter); p 
Zoi. 

Boston and Maine: Hearing on; p. 867. 

Brick from Ohio points to West Vir- 
ginia (I. C. C. decision); p. 793. 

Brick, Kansas to Iowa points (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 790. 

Brick in Kansas; p. 738. 

Brooms to Colorado points (I. C. @ 4e- 
cision); p. 839. 

Burlap from North Atlantic Ports to 
Memphis (I. C. C. decision); p. 1190. 
Butter and Eggs from Topeka to Mem- 

phis (I. C. C. decision); p. 217. 

Calves from Texas; p. 579. 

Carload shipments (Legal): p. 1206. 

Carload, mixed same as straight (I. C. 
C. decision): p. 952. 

Cc. L. shipment moving at L. GC. L. 
(Legal); p. 966. 

Caretakers: Special to (Legal): p. 462. 

Cement to Baltimore and New England 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 81. 

Cement from Michigan; p. 1150. 

Cement, Iowa-Minnesota (I. C. C. de- 
cision): p. 1002. : 

Cereal: Minnesota fixes; p. 493. 
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Champagne from New York (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 938. 

Checking; p. 556. 

Chicago to Missouri 
ence on; p. 261. 

Citrus fruits prescribed (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 931. 

Class from Pittsburgh (I. Cc. C. de- 
cision); p. 194. 

Class by lake and rail to Duluth (1. 
C. C. decision); p. 195. 

Class: Relationship of; p. 956. 

Class and Commodity to Kansas from 
St. Louis (I. C. C. decision); p. 209. 
Class and Commodity from Colorado to 

East (I. C. C. decision); p. 331. 

Class and Commodity to Elgin and Au- 
rora, Ill. (I. C. C. decision); p. 943. 
Class and Commodity from Meridian, 

Miss. (I. C. C. decision); p. 932. 

Cleaning compound; p. 797. 

Club, spokes take lumber rate (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 56. 

Coal from Illinois mines; p. 804. 

Coal, to Milwaukee (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 1183. 

Coal from Kentucky mines on L. & N. 
(I. C. C, decision); p. 1186, 

Coal to Ravenswood, Ill.; p. 730. 

Coal in West Virginia; p. 869. 

Coal from Sheridan, Wyo.; p. 712. 

Coal from Clearfield region; p. 700. 

Coal to cotton mills; p. 616. 

Coal increase from Washington to He- 
lena, Mont. (I. C. C. decision); p. 153. 

Coal, Denver and Rio Grande discrimi- 
nates (I. C. C. decision); p. 166. 

Coal: Discriminate against Lebanon, 
Ky. (I. C. C. decision); p. 836. 

Coal, Arizona, prescribed (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 985. 

Coal: Reparation awarded (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 78. 

Coal from Sheridan, Wyo. (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 784. 

Coal in New Mexico (I. C. C. 
p. 845. 

Coal from Eastern Tennessee (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 205. 

Coal from anthracite region to points 
on New Haven road (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 409. 

Coal: Joint demanded between Chesa- 
peake & Ohio and Kanawha & Mich- 
igan; pp. 229, 262. 

Coffee from New Orleans to St. 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 1005. 
Coke: Competition reduces (Washing- 

ton Letter); p. 243. 


Coke from Connellsville; p. 263. 


Combination not authorized (I. 
decision); p. 950. 


Combination using Southern and West- 
= Classifications (Legal); pp. 176, 


Commodity on eastbound 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 792. 


eanenemity between Mo. River points; 

Pp. (dd. 

Construction of: 
ran; p. 490. 
Corn from Cincinnati and Louisville (I. 

C. C. decision); p 944. 

Cotton from Arkansas to Boston (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 143. 

Cotton to Port Arkansas (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 67. 

Cotton to Port Arthur (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 61. 

Cotton from Oklahoma to New Orleans 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 940. 

Cotton goods, C. L. (1. Cc. 
p. 376. 

Cotton seed and products from Texas 
to New Orleans (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 408. 

Culverts, iron and steel (I. Cc. C. de- 

eG. CS. 


River: Confer- 


decision); 


Louis 


Cc. C. 


shipments 


Book by John P. Cur- 


C. decision); 


cision); p. 1089. 

Dairy products in New York (1. 
decision); p. 846. 

Dairy products from Topeka to Mem- 
phis (I. C. C. decision); p. 217. 

Division to be paid by shippers (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 301. 

ag, Steee: Petition for rehearing; p. 

Elgin wants same as Aurora; p. 498, 

Excelsior and flax tow from St. Paul; 
p. 263. 

Express, order on (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 954. 

Express (I. C. C. decision); p. 312. 

Express: Order suspended; p. 712. 

Fertilizer from Baltimore; p. 1154. 

Flax tow and excelsior from St. Paul; 
p. 263. 

Forest products: 

Form for calculating 
703. 


Advances on; py 270 
(illustrated); p. 


Location as affected by: 


par a - 


Fourth Section Applications: Virginia 
cities intervene (Washington Letter); 


Complaint of; p. 738. 
Fruit from Florida; p. 1153. 
Furniture to Pacific Coast: 
Chicago; p. 860. 
Georgia readjusted (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 366. 
Georgia preferential to Cordele (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 364. 
Georgia from Ohio River crossings (1. 
Cc. C. decision); p. 745. 
Georgia, discriminatory (I, C. C. de- 
cision); p. 1008. 

Georgia (I. C. C. decision); p. 989. 

Georgia, preferential to Atlanta (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 923. 

Grain: Kansas City complaint; p. 488. 

Grain to Chicago; p. 118. 

Grain, Iowa (I. C. C. decision); p. 930. 

Grain, Oklahoma (I. C. C. decision); p. 
996. 

Grain in Cc. F. A. Territory (I, C. C 
decision); p. 1192. 
Grain: Sioux City not discriminated 
against (I, C. C. decision); p. 132. 
Grain from Minneapolis to Chicago (lI. 
C. C. decision); p. 156. 

Grain on Norfolk & Western (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 162. 

Grain, Illinois: Argument; p. 958. 

Grain: Transit at Lockport, N. Y. (I. 
C. C. decision); p. 219. 

Grape, minimum increased (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 73. 

Hardware in Montana; p. 756. 

Hay, from Northwest to Ohio River 
crossings (I. C. C. decision); p. 86. 

Hogs in Montana; p. 497. 

Illinois suspended; p. 895. 

Incubators and brooders (I. C. 
cision); p. 1182. 

Iron in Northern Michigan: p. 557. 

Iron and steel from St. Louis (1. C. 
C. decision); p. 87. 
Iron ore in Northern Michigan: 
ing at Chicago; pp. 173, 223. 
Iron, pig: Through Potomac gateways; 
p. 1211. 

Iron, scrap: Wisconsin 
order; p. 1203. 

Iron, scrap, Chicago-Milwaukee (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 1183. 

Iron, scrap; p. 753. 

Iowa interior points; p. 751. 

Iowa class (I. C. C. decision); p. 320. 

Iowa from Mississippi River crossings 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 313. 

Towa: grain (I. C. C. decision); p. 930. 

Iowa interior cities (I. C. C. decision); 


Hearing in 


C. de- 


Hear- 


Commission 


p. 254. 

Iowa should be divided into zones (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 371. 

Joint: Chesapeake & Ohio and Ka- 
nawha & Michigan; pp. 229, 262. 

Joint over circuitous route (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 888. 

Joint through in Georgia (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 321. 

Joint with Washington Western (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 192. 

= Tariff for, in New England; p. 

i. 

Kansas class and commodity from St. 
Louis (I. C. C. decision); p. 209. 

Lagrange, Ga., discriminated against 
(I. C. C. decision); p. 366. 

Lake and rail to Duluth (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 195. 

Lard tub prescribed (I. C. C. decision); 


Supreme Court decision; p. 


847. 
Live Stock from St. Louis to Owens- 


boro, Ky.; p. 1119. 
Live Stock: Cattle Raisers’ 
tion of Texas; p. 755. 
Live Stock to packing houses (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 922. 
Address of A. 


Associa- 


& B. Hayes; p 962. 

Lumber; p. 754. 

Lumber, California-Nevada (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 840. 

Lumber, Club spokes (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 56. 

Lumber, hardwood. from South to Vir- 
ginia cities; p. 1115. 

Lumber, hardwood, from Arkansas 
points to New Orleans (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 381. 

Lumber: Hearing in Chicago; p. 860. 

Lumber from Texas (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 999. 

Lumber from Northern Michigan (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 995. 
Lumber, hardwood, on Louisville & 

Nashville; p. 1138. 

Lumber in Montana; p. 1159. 
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Lumber from North Carolina (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 28. 

Lumber from North Pacific Coast points 
(I. C. C, decision); p. 82. 

Lumber from Memphis (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 135. 

es to Memphis (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 5 

Lumber from points on Washington 
Western (I. C. C. decision); p. 192, 

Lumber to Paducah, Ky.; p. 894. 

Lumber: Reparation awarded (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 4. 

Lumber: Reduction of; p. 861. 

et from Minnesota: Hearing on; p. 

4, 

Meats, fresh, from Omaha (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 993. 

Mileage in Louisiana; p. 1158. 

Milk from Mississippi points to New Or- 
leans (I. C. C. decision); p. 168. 

Minnesota: Fargo complains; p. 1147. 

Minnesota distance; pp. 823, 868. 

Minnesota: How to secure refund; p. 
402. 

Minnesota passenger; p. 400. 

Missouri River commodity (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 740. 

Molasses, blackstrap: 
1718. 

Montana, situation in; p. 756. 

Motorcycle; p. 394. 

Motorcycle: Argument; p. 749. 

Nashville complaint argued; p. 747. 

New England Roads Investigation (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 92. 

New England condition unnatural (I. 
C. C. decision); p. 483. 

North Carolina interventions; p. 559. 

North Carolina situation; pp. 707, 723. 

Ore from lake ports to Wheeling and 
Pittsburgh; p. 394. ; 

Ore to Pittsburgh; p. 337. ; 

Ore: Both sides protest; p. 416. 

Ore: New move in; p. 424. 

Ore: Complaint accepted; p. 495. 

Ore in Northern Michigan; p. 852. 

Ore from Northern Michigan: Argu- 
ment; pp. 1116, 1160. 

Ore from lake ports; p. 706. 

Ore from lake ports; p. 596. 

Packinghouse products (I. 
cision); p. 922. 

Panama-Pacific Exposition; p. 822. 

Paper in Wisconsin (I. C. C. decision); 


Argument; Pp. 


Cc. C. de- 


p. 837. 
Paper to Rhinelauder, Wis., p. 889. 
Paper from New England to Atlanta 
d. C. C. decision); p. 369. 
Paper, news print from New England 


to C. F. A. territory (I. C, C. de- 


cision); p. 220. 

Paper: Tariff made effective; p. 723. 

Parcel Post; p. 230. 

Passenger, Chicago and Missouri River: 
Conference on; p. 261. 

Passenger commutation on New York 
& New Haven & Hartford (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 164. 

Pueneaeer excursion (I. C. C. decision): 
p. ‘ 

ae in Kansas and Missouri; p. 

Passenger: Mileage books in South 
Carolina (I. C. C. decision); p. 842. 

Petroleum: Argument; p. 906. 

Petroleum products from Oklahoma re- 
duced (I. C. C. decision); p. 79. 

Petroleum in Texas and Arizona; p. 573. 

Poles and piling from Oregon to Cali- 
fornia (I. C. C. decision); p. 208. 

Potash, fifth class, p. 457; (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 480. 

Potato, Oklahoma to Colorado (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 795. 
Proportional, Terre and _ S8t. 

Louis; p. 1119. 
Proportional on grain from Minneapolis 
to Chicago (I. C. C. decision); p. 156. 
Proportional: Through take precedence 
over (Legal); p. 40. 

Publication, Erroneous (Legal); p. 389. 

Published, to be relied on (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 983. 

Rags for rugs; p. 35. 

Reduction not proof prior rate unrea- 
sonable (Legal); p. 528. 

Refrigeration increase withdrawn (I. C. 
C. decision); p 845. . 

Roofing; p. 753. 

Route designated by shipper controls; 
p. 1207. 

St. Louis favors advance; p. 54. 

Salt water: Compelled from New York 
to Chicago (I. C. C. decision); p. 250. 

Salt from Wisconsin (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 154. 

Salt, from Salt Mine, La. (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 983. 

Scrap-iron from Duluth (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 998. 


Haute 
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Seattle complains; p. 911. 

Sioux City case re-opened; p. 695. 

Soda ash; p. 753. 

South Dakota joint; p. 961. 

— case (Washington 
79. 

Springfield and Peoria, Ill.; p. 899. 

Springfield, Ill, at 113 per cent (1. C. C. 
decision); p. 1180. 

Stone from Sandstone, Minn., to Kansas 
City (1. C. C. decision); p. 743. 

Stone: Order of Wisconsin Commis- 
sion; p. 1205. 

Sugar: Argument; p. 889. 

Switching at Waupaca, Wis.; 

Switching in Kansas City; p. 

Switching in Chicago; p. 754 

Switching: Reciprocal with 
ton; p. 712. 

Through in Minnesota; p. 
Through take precedence 
tional (Legal); p. 40. 
Through, in Excess of Combination 

locals (Legal); pp. 678, 758. 
Through to oriental points; p. 72% 
Transcontinental class from groups F. 

(I. C. C. decision); p. 247. 
Transfer at New York (lI. 

cision); p. 207. 

Transit: Order on; p. 565. 

Tubs, wooden, rate prescribed (I. C 
decision); p. 485. 

Valuation and; p. 911. 

Vegetable from Florida to Chicago 

C. C. decision); p. 741. 
Virginia apple, p. 2. 
Virginia cities intervene 

tion applications 

ter); p. 982. 
Wisconsin on beer; p. 1158 
Wool, Massachusetts-Maine 

decision); p. 1180. 
Woven wire fencing 

Mich.; p. 889. 


Rate Advance in Official 
Territory (Editorial); pp 
886, 919, 979. 

Rate Advance Case (Editorial); p. 1083. 

Rates: Merchants and: Address by John 
Claflin; p. 566. 

Rates, Capitalization and: 
A. B. Johnson; p. 859. 

Rates, not Form, essential: p. 271 

Rates in both directions (Legal); p. 1206. 

Reading Co.: Movement to dissolve; p 
416. 

Rebates, state (Editorial); p. 406. 

Reconsigned Shipments (Legal); p. 

Reconsignment Privileges subject 
isdiction of Commission (Legal): 

Reconsignment and Storage, 
C. C. decision); p. 82. 

Reconsignment of refused shipments (Le- 
gal); p. 726. 

Reconsignment Rules: 
lishing (Legal); p. 727. 

Record Systems, Railway: 
Thomas Kirke; p. 870. 

Reduction of rate not proof 
unreasonable (Legal); p , 


Letter); p. 


Burling- 


593. 


over propor- 


of 


| 
de- | 


Se... ae 


aI 


in fourth 
(Washington 


sec- 


Let- 





ad Cc. €&. 


from Adrian, 


Classification 
781, 833, 885, 


Address by 


390. 

to jur- 
p. 428 
lumber (1 


Necessity of pub- | 


Zook ~ Oo by 


prior rate | 
25, 
Refrigeration Charge on Fruit; p. 738. | 
Refrigeration Rates reinstated (I. C ; 
decision); p. 845. 
Refrigeration on Boats: p. 918 
Refrigerator Cars: Demurrage 
tention of (Legal); pp. 680, 907. 
Refrigerator Cars: Control of 
M. Wigney, car service agent 
Fruit Express; p. 1156 
Refund of Freight Charges on 
ments (Legal); pp. 428, 600. 
Refused Shipments: Reconsignment 
(Legal): p. 726. 
Refused Shipments: 
p. 274. 

Refused Shipments: 
(Legal); p. 502. 
Regulation in Congress (Washington 

ter); p. 1135. 
Regulation a recognized 
ton Letter); p. 982. 
Regulation: Federal vs. State 
by Laurence B. Finn; p. 852 
Reins to Those Who Can 
Howard Elliott, Salt Lake 

491, 701. 
Reparation awarded in 


for de- 


By H. 
Pacific 


lost ship- 


Return on (Legal); 


Storage charges on 
Let- 
fact (Washing- 

Address 


Drive: 
Route; 


3V 
pp 
(a 


lumber cases 


of | 





C. C. decision); p. 4. 
Reparation Orders, informal; 
265, 430, 465, 504, 571, 603, 
Report Forms, new; p. 751. 
Report Forms: Hearing on; p. 822 
Reports, Annual: Order in reference 
p. 130. 
Reports, 
1045. 
Return 
p. 274. 
Return Shipments: 
gal); p. 1067. 


pp. 44, 233, 


643. 


to; 


summary of monthly; pp. 268, 


on Refused Shipments (Legal); 


Legal status of (Le- 


Returned Shipments to Embargo Points: 
Freight charges on (Legal); p. 726. 
Revenues, decline in (Washington Let- 

ter); p. 659. 
Revenues, Southern, 
Letter); p. 1085. 
Rice Firm pleads. guilty; p. 
Rice Men complain; p. 721. 
Rice, S. D.: Paying for tariffs; 
Robbing Cars: Punishment for; 

1036. 
tobeson, Brunner: 
Manager; p. 455. 
Rodes, F. 8.: Experiences 
rates; p. 556. 
toofing Rates; 
Route, circuitous, need not be 
lished (I. C. C. decision); p. 888. 
Route designated by shipper controls rate 
(Legal); p. 1207. 
Route: Shipper’s right to lowest avail- 
able (Legal); p. 757. 
Route, Through, over 
Cc. C. decision); p. 144. 
Routes: All-rail and rail 
available (Legal); p. 819. 
Routes: Baltimore wants through; p. 494. 
Routes: Through from Washington and 
Oregon; p. 710. 
Routes: Through electric ordered; p. 116. 
Routing via rail and water (Legal); p. 
502. 
Routing, Shipper’s: Higher rate 
sequence of (Legal); p. 567. 
Safety Appliance Hearing in 
p. 1107. 
Safety Appliances: 
p. 851. 
Safety First Committees, Pennsylvania 
(Washington Letter); p. 739. 
“Safety First’: N. A. R. C. 
813. 
Sale of Goods for 
Owner liable for deficit 
Salt Rates from Wisconsin 
cision); p. 154. 
Salt Rate from 
water-compelled 
250. 
Salt 
decision); p 
Sanderson, M. 
rates; p. 956. 
Sash, Metal Classification 
decision); p. 1086 
Scale Specifications 
p. 663. 
Seales: Carriers should instal 
and accurate (Legal); p. 1164. 
Scales, Kron, in Soo Line Terminal; p. 
871. 

Scales Selection, 
tion of; p. 663. 
Schumacher, Thomas M., Chairman, Rock 
Island System (with portrait); p. 1214. 
Scrivner, W. A. Concealed Losses and 

Shortage; p. 670. 
Semaphore: Controlling street 
p. 443. 
Service, 
Shells, 
of; p 
Sherman, 
p. 490. 
Shipment C. L.., 
(Legal); p. 966. 
Shipping Laws: 
(Legal); p. £99 
“Shipper’s Load and Cvunt” 
(Legal); p. 


go up (Washington 


849, 


116. 
916, 


p. 
pp. 
The Industrial Traffic 
in checking 


p. 753. 
estab- 


electric line (1. 


and water 


in con- 


Congress; 
N. A. R. C. report; 
report; p. 
Freight Charges: 
(Legal); p. 819. 
. A i oor 


New York 
2 OT ee oe 


to 
decision) ; 


Chicago 
p. 
Rates from Salt Mine, La. (I. C. C. 
983. 
K. Relationship of class 


. ts 


Track (Miustrated); 


adequate 


installation and loca- 


traffic by; 
hours of; p. 1143. 
Empty Iron-gun 
895. 

James 


Classification 


H.: Paying for tariffs; 


moving at L. Cc. L. rate 


Liability for loss under 
Stipulation 
INCREASING 


SHORT HAUL: =FFI- 


CIENCY ON— 


Automatic 
Alaska: 
Automatic 
Baling Cotton 
Barge, Lehigh 
lustrated); p. 
3attery Trucks: 
3oxes: Figuring 
trated); p. 878 
Boxes, Wooden 
396. 
Box-makers’ 
Breakage of 
lustrated); p. 778. 
Car, Secale Test: Government 
appropriation for; p. 354. 
Cars, Refrigerator: Packing eggs in (il- 
lustrated); p. 278. 
Chicago Public Library: 
trucks in service; p. 392. 
Claims: Comparison of wood 
containers; p. 396. 
Commonwealth Edison Co.: 
motor trucks; p, 1124 
CONTAINERS: 
Association, 
p. 732 


fn 


dial scales; p. 238. 
Motor truck trip across; 
Dial Scales; p. 238. 
Uniform: p. 164. 
Valley refrigerator 
1126. 

Fall River line; p 
feetage of 


p. 607 


(il- 
1071 
(illus- 


Brief on behalf of; p 
Convention; 


Eggs: 


p. 459 
Improved racks (il- 


makes 
Efficiency of 
and fiber 


Service of 


Fiber: Annual meeting: 
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Association, Fiber; p. 732. 
Arguments on pilferage; p. 523. 
Box-makers’ conventions; p. 459. 
Brief on fiber; p. 522. 
Brief on fiber; p. 39. 
Brief for wooden box; p. 396. 
Corrugated Fiber: Advertising mat- 
ter for; p. 508. 
Fiber: Accepted by ocean carriers; p. 
599 
load 


Jee. 


Fiber: An 
trated): p. 
Fiber: Good 
p. 1126. 
Fiber interests to intervene; p. 720. 
Fiber vs. Wooden; p. 848. 
Fiber vs. Wood: Argument on; p. 685. 
Fiber vs. Wood: Argument; p. 709. 
Fiber vs. Wooden: Argument; p. 685. 
Inadequate Wooden: Penalty for; p. 


»9 


‘ attractive (illus- 
1172. 
delivery 


in (illustrated); 


Vola. 
Lumber 
p. 117 
Marking; p. 882. 
Marking with Name of Shipper; p. 882. 
Relative Risk in Wooden and Fiber; 
p. 524. 
Shipper’s Name On; p. 
Standard. By Col. B. 
459. 

Statistics of, Wood 
pared; p. 396. 
Statistics Wanted 
1032. 
Wooden: 
Wooden: 
trated): 
Wooden: 
p. 721. 
Wooden: Standardizations committee; 
p. s 


interest file new complaint; 


918. 
W. Dunn; p. 
and Fiber Com- 


on Damages to; P. 
Argument for; p. 578. 
Figuring feetage of 
p. 878. 

Movement 


(illus- 


to standardize; 


Contract 
lustrated); p. 

Contracting Service: 
motor trucks in (illustrated); p. 912. 

Cost of Motor Trucks; p. 1124. 

Cotton: Uniform baling of; p. 614. 

Dairy Products: Packing in cars (illus- 
trated): p. 278 


“ft 
Doors, Side, on 
731. 


Delivery Cost Reduced by motor trucks 
(illustrated): p. 762. 
Delivery: Washington and 3altimore 
may organize motor truck; p. 618. 
Delivery: Washington and Baltimore 
want free; p. 546 
Deliveries: Long 
truck; p. 180. 
Distribution an Important 
Feature (Editorial); p. 737. 
Dunn, Col. B. W.: Standard shipping 
containers: p. 459 
Economy of Motor Truck; p. 126. 
Ege Breakage: Department of Agricul- 
ture investigates; p. 282. 
Ege Racks (illustrated): p. 
Electric Bus Lines; p. 970 
Electric Motor Trucks: 
Trucks. 
Electric 
Vehicle 
Electric 
p. 763. 
Electric Truck Plant of General Vehicle 
Co. (illustrated); p. 576. 
Electric Vehicle Association: 
p. 732 
Electric Vehicle Association: 
of; p. 825 
Elevator: 


Service» Motor trucks in (il- 


9°¢ 
200. 


Performance of 


motor truck bodies; p. 


distance by motor 


Business 


278. 


See Motor 


Trucks: Program 
Association: p. 732. 
Trucks: Mileage and record; 


of Electric 


Program ; 
Meeting 
Chicago Great at 
Kansas City; p. 606. 
Elevator Lehigh Valley 
Jersey City (illustrated); p 
Export and Import Shippers: 
plans terminal for, at 
544 
Express Service for Household Supplies; 
p. 394. 
Fall River Line Pier: Service of indus- 
trial trucks (illustrated); p. 1071. 
Fiber Containers: Comparative statis- 
tics of packages in bad order; p. 396. 
Fiber Container Association: Annual 
meeting; p. 732. 
Fiber Containers 
Fiber Containers 
Fiber Packages: 
for; p. 508. 
Freeport, Tex., Terminal; p. 540. 
Freight Houses: Congestion at 
trated); p. 752. 
Freight-Weighing, L. C. L.: p. 
Fuel for Motor Trucks; p. 1124. 
General Vehicle Co.: New plant at Long 
Island City (illustrated); p. 576. 
Handling Loose Material with~ Motor 
Truck and Crane (illustrated); p. 676. 


Western, 
storage, at 
540. 


B. & O. 
Baltimore; p. 


Brief on: p. 39. 

Argument on; p. 685. 
Advertising matter 
(illus- 


238. 





INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—VOL. XII. 





Horr, George B.: System and appliances 
for packing eggs (illustrated); p. 278. 
a Modern Demand Too Great; p. 

Horses: Statistics; p. 354. 

Household Supplies: Adaptation of ex- 
press service to handling; p. 394. 

Hutchinson, R. W., Jr.: Performance of 
two motor trucks (illustrated); p. 912. 

Hutchinson, R, W., Jr.: Motor truck 
complementary to railroad; p. 1124. 

Hutchinson, R. W., Jr.: Motor trucks 
in congested centers; p. 47. 

Illinois Steel Co.: Trucks in service of 
(illustrated); p. 1170. 

Industrial Trucks (illustrated). 
bf White, General Vehicle 
071. 

International Wins 
1032. 

Larkin 
(illustrated); p. 

Loading, Proper: Campaign for; p. 1172. 

Loose Material: Handling with motor 
truck and crane (illustrated); p. 676. 

Machinery, Shipping in Bundles; p. 871. 

Manhattan Brewing Co.: Record of 
electric truck service; p. 392. 

Marking Cases: p. 882. 

Motor Busses: Traction row helps; p. 461. 

MOTOR TRUCKS: 
Acme Steel Goods 

p. 434, 

Acme White Lead 
Service; p. 914. 
—_— Express Co. (illustrated); p. 

6. 

American Posting Service: p. 768. 

Arabol Mfg. Co. Service (illustrated); 
p. 610. 

As a Competitor. 
650. 

Actual Service of (illustrated); pp. 431, 
467, 506, 542, 574, 612, 654, 678, 762, 
914, 968, 

Buntin-Stone 
(illustrated); p. 

Complementary to 

Cost of; p. 1124. 

Cost of Service; p. 

Cost Compared 


By W. 
Co.; Dp. 
Motor Co. Suit; p. 
Terminal Warehouse at Buffalo 
645. 


Co. (illustrated); 


and Color Works 


By C. Y. Wood; p. 


Hardware Co. Serviec 
468. 
Railroad; p. 1124. 
968. 
with Horses; p. 354. 
«Dispatching by Telephone; p. 1032. 
Drivers: Education of; p. 1032. 
Economy Negligible; p. 126. 
Electric; p, 392. 
Electric; Discussions on; p. ; 
Electric: Mileage and record; p. 763. 
Electric Vehicle Association meeting; 
p. 825. 
Expedite Business; p. 575. 
Farwell, J. V., & Co., Service; p. 
For Small Firms: p. 538. 
General Vehicle Co. Enlarges 
(illustrated): p. 576. 
Handling Loose Material (illustrated); 
Pp. 676. 
Heppes’ Co. 
432 


799 
ioc 


547. 


Plant 


Service (illustrated); p. 
Hettler, Herman H., Lumber Co. Ser- 
vice (illustrated): p. 968. 
Hormel, George A., & Co. 

trated); p. 467. 
In Congested Centers. 
Hutchinson, Jr.; p. 47. 
Increase Radius of Service; p. 766. 
Increase of in Massachusetts; p. 731. 
Industry a Growing One; p. 180, 
Keith, George E., Co. Service 
trated): p. 574. 
Loose-Wiles Biscuit 
lustrated);: p. 612. 
Manhattan Brewing Co. Service (il- 
lustrated): p. 762 
Marshall Field & Co. 
trated): p. 774. 
Marshall Field & 
vice: p. 1220. 
New Fuel for; p. 1124. 

New Traffic Problems Created; p. 180. 
Packard, in Service of Loose-Wiles 
Biscuit Co. (illustrated); p. 612. 

Paper by Dr. E. E. Pratt: p. 825. 

Performance of. By R. W. Hutchin- 
son Jr. (illustrated); p. 912. 

Public Library Service: p. 392. 
teasons for Use; p. 506. 

Santa Claus Use of: p. 

Save Thirty-three and One-Third per 
Cent (illustrated): p. 236. 

Sefton Mfe. Co. Service: p. 678. 

Sefton Mfe. Co. (illustrated): p. 431. 

Service of Iron and Steel Manufac- 
turing Concern: p. 766. 

Service of Illinois Steel Co. 
trated): p. 1170. 

Siegel, Coover & Co. Service: p. 654 

Supersede Hores (Editorial); p. 657. 

Supplant Horses; p. 354. 

Ton-Mile Basis of Reporting; p. 778. 

Trailers for (illustrated): p. 1216. 

Washington and Baltimore Mav Or- 
ganize Delivery Service; p. 618. 


(illus- 


By R. W. 


(illus- 


Co. Service (il- 


Service (illus- 


Co. Christmas Ser- 


1220. 


(illus- 


Western Electric Co. Service (illus- 
trated); p. 770. 
Motor Truck Bodies: 
731. 

Motor Truck Trip Across Alaska; p. 607. 

Motor Vehicle Concern: New; p. 508. 

New York: Traffic Problems in; p. 180. 

Packing Eggs: Appliances for ‘(illus- 
trated); p. 278. 

Pilferage: Arguments on; p. 523. 

Pratt, Dr. E. E., Paper on Motor Truck- 
ing; p. 825. 

Racks for -acking 
Products in Cars (illustrated); p. 

Refrigerator Barge, Lehigh Valley 
lustrated); p. 1126. 

Revolvator Approved; p, 654. 

aet Skates in Storeroom Service; p. 
508. 

Santa Claus Uses Motor Truck; p. 1220. 

Scale Specifications: Track (illustrated); 
. 663. 

Scale, 
Union 


Side doors on; p. 


Eggs and Dairy 
278. 
(il- 


City 
278. 


Automatic: In Kansas 
Terminal (illustrated); p. 

Scales: Government to test; p. 354. 

Scales: Selection, installation and loca- 
tion; p. 663. 

Scales, Kront, in Soo Lone terminal; p. 


871. 
Scales: Automatic dial; p. 238. 
Skates, Roller, in Store-room Service; 
p. 508. 
Store-room 
p. 508. 
Storage 
Jersey 
Terminal 
Larkin 
Terminal: 
Terminal: B. 
p. 544. 
Terminal, Kansas 
matic scales in 
Testing Scales: 
propriation for; p. 
Traffic Manager: 


Roller skates in; 

Elevator: Lehigh 

City (illustrated); p, 
and Warehouse at 
(illustrated); p. 645. 
Freeport, Tex.; p. 540. 

& O. plans at Baltimore; 


Service: 


Valley at 
540. 
Buffalo, 


City Union: Auto- 
(illustrated); p. 278. 
Government makes ap- 
354. 

Demonstrating effi- 
ciency in short-haul service; p. 392. 
Traffic Problems of Small Dealer; p. 538. 
Traffic Problems: Motor truck creates 

new; p. 180. 

Trailers for Motor Trucks (illustrated); 

p. 1214. 
Troy Wagon 

with motor 

1216. 
Truck, 

General 

1071, 
Trucks, Motor: See Motor Trucks. 
Trucks: Order for White; p. 546. 
Unloading, Motor Truck Expedites; p. 

766. 

Warren Bros.: Use of motor trucks (il- 
lustrated): p. 236. 
Weighing: Government 
. 354. 
Weighing: 
City Union 

278. 
Weighing: 

tion approves automatic 

p. 238. 
Weighing: 


Service of trailers 
(illustrated); p. 


Co.: 
trucks 


W. W. White, 
(illustrated); p. 


By 
Co. 


Industrial. 
Vehicle 


to test scales; 
Automatic scales in Kansas 
Terminal (illustrated); p. 


Associa- 
scales; 


Automatic dial scales; p, 238. 
Weighing: Bill in Congress on: p. 558. 
Weighing: Track scale specifications 

(illustrated): p. 663. 

Weighing: Appropriation for use of Bu- 
reau of Standards: p. 1013. 

Wells, Fargo & Co. Express Investigates 
adaptation of facilities for handling 
household supplies; p. 394. 

White Co. Sells Forty-eight Taxicabs 
to One Company: p. 436. 

White, W. W.: Industrial trucks (illus- 
trated): p. 1071. 

Wood, C. V.. Sprinefield Street Rail- 
ar Motor truck as a competitor; p. 
ov. 

Wood Containers: Argument on: nv. 685. 

Worden Containers: Argumént for; p. 
578. a 

Shortages: Concealed losses and; p. 670. 

Shreveport Case argued; p. 818. 

Shreveport Case: Brief in; pp. 629, 862. 

Shreveport Decision expected (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 1179. 

Shrevevort Case: N. 
p. 821. 

Shreveport Case (Washington Letter); p 
623. 

Signal Investigation: 
Sioux City not subject to undue dis- 
crimination (I. C. C. decision); p. 132. 
Sissler, Lester: Chief Clerk of Commis- 
sion; p. 895. 
Sitterly, W. H.: 

. 517. 

Skinwerth, E. 
384. 

Smith, W. T.: 
1013. 


American Railway 
dial 


A. R. C. action on; 


Funds for: p. 514. 


Adjustment of Loads; 
W., Paying for Tariffs; p. 


Traffic Organizations; p. 


Soda Ash Rates; p. 753. 

South Dakota Joint Rates; p. 961. 

Spokes, Club, take lumber rate (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 56. 

Springfield, I1., 
York-Chicago 
p. 1180. 

Standards, Bureau of: work of: p. 817. 

Station, Non-Agency: Delivery of order 
shipment with draft attached (Legal); 
Pp. 1028. 

Station Facilities: 

Statistics and Accounts: N, 
port; p. 851. 

Statistics, Wage: Conference on; p. 1101. 

a on Commercial Relations of U. 

-} p. 510. 

Steel Rails and Equipment: N. A. R. C 
report; p. 851. 

Stone Rates from Sandstone, Minn., to 
Kansas City (I. C. C. decision); p. 743. 
Stone Rates: Wisconsin Commission 
order; p. 1205. 
Storage of Freight: 
Storage in C. F. A. Territory 
decision); p. 937. 
Storage Charges 
(Legal); p. 502. 
Storage Charges on goods held for future 

transportation (Legal); p. 872. 
Storage Charges: Carrier acting as 
warehouseman entitled to (Legal); p. 


ets 113 per cent of New 
ate (I. C. C. decision); 


Complaint on; p. 350. 
A. R. C. re- 


N. IL. T. L. report. 
Cf GC. & 


on refused shipments 


od. 
Store & Door Delivery (I. C. C. decision); 


p. 14. 
Strike Situation in Official 
p. 889. 


Territory; p. 170. 
(Sup. court decision); 


Classification 


Sugar Rates: Argument; 

Sugar Lighterage 
p. 1061. 

Sugar Lighterage Case (Washington Let- 
ter); p. 1041. 

Sugar Transfer Allowances: 
decision; p. 444. 

Superior, Wis.: Marine Commerce of: 
By J. A. Little (illustrated); p. 417, 


Circuit court 


SUPREME-COURT DECISIONS: 

Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Rail- 
road Co., Plaintiff in Error, vs. United 
States of America. In error to the 
District Court of the United States 
for the Western District of New York. 
No. 275—October Term, 1913. Dec. 1, 
1913: p. 1060. 

Fourche River Lumber Co., Plaintiff in 
error, vs. Bryant Lumber Co. In error 
to the Supreme Court of the State of 
Arkansas; June 9, 1913 p. 385. 

Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada and 
Detrait, Grand Haven & Milwaukee 
Railway Co., appellants vs. Michigan 
Railroad Commission, Cassius L. Glas- 
gow, Lawton T. Hemans, Geo. W. 
Dickinson and Franz C. Kuhn, attor- 
ney-general of the state of Michigan. 
Appeal from the District Court of the 
United States for the Eastern Dfstrict 
of Michigan. No. 382.—October Term, 
1913. (Dec. 8, 1913); p. 1139. ; P 

Kansas City Southern Ry. Co., appellant, 
vs. United States of America and the 
Interstate Commerec Commission. Ap- 
peal from the United States Commerce 
Court. No. 571—October Term, 1913. 
(Dee. 1, 1913); p. 1092. 

Lemon rate case; p. 847. 

Louis, & Nash. R. R. Co., appellant, vs. 
Green Garret et al., individusllv and 
as constituting the Railroad Commis- 
sion of Kentucky. Appeal from the 
Circuit Court of the United States for 
the Eastern District of Kentucky. 
No. 23—Octeber Term, 1913. (Dec. 1, 
1913): p. 1055. 

Omaha & Council Bluffs Street Rv. Co 
and Omaha & Council Bluffs Ry. & 
Bridge Co., appellants, vs. Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the 
United States. Appeal from the 
I'nited States Commerce Court. No. 
458—October Term, 1912. (June 9, 
1913); July 5, p. 32. 

United States, Interstate Commerce 
Commission and Federal Sugar Refin- 
ing Co., appellants, vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co. et al. Appeal from 
the United States Commerce Court. 
No. 385—October Term, 1913. (Dec. 1, 
1913): p. 1061. 

United States of America, plaintiff in 
error, vs. Adams Express Co. In er- 
ror to the District Court of the U. S&S. 
for the Southern District of Ohio. No. 
652. October term, 1912 (June 49%, 
1913): Aug. 16, p. 386. . 

William J. Wood, John F. McClure, 
Frank FE. Payne, et al., appellants, vs. 
Vandalia Railroad Co. Appeal from 
the Circuit Court of the United States 
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for the District of Indiana. No. 11.— 
October Term, 1913; p. 748. 
Sutcliffe, E.: Paying for Tariffs; p. 30. 
Sutcliffe, E.: Distribution of Tariffs; p. 


271. 
Carrier not required to furnish 

(I. C. C, decision); p. 91. 

Switching in Illinois; p. 1080. 

Switching in Michigan; p. 1119. 

Switching at Waupaca, Wis.; p. 721. 

Switching in Kansas City; p. 722. 

Switching in Michigan (Sup. court de- 
cision); p. 1139. 

Switching Rates in Chicago; p. 754. 

Switching for Weighing (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 928. 

Switching Charges, Detroit (I. C. C. de- 
cision); p. 1042. 

Switching Charges: Status of in inter- 
state movement (Legal); p. 462. 

Switching Orders: Free time on cars 
held for (Legal); p. 528. 

Switching Rates: Reciprocal with Bur- 
lington; p. 712. 

Switching Rule in Illinois: New; p. 633. 

Stevenson, B. C.: Efficient freight car 
service; p. 713. 

Tap Line Decision reversed by Commerce 
Court; p. 1022. 

Tap Line Decision attacked; p. 618. 

Tap Line Orders; p. 713. 

Tap Line Action assailed; p. 1145. 

Tap Line Case to be expedited; p. 1154. 

Tap Line Decision: Influence of; p. 1050. 

Tap Line Matter Open; p. 1118. 

Tap Line Case: Date for hearing and 
argument; p. 1084. 

Tap Line reorganizes; p. 263. 

Tap Lines (Washington Letter); p. 287. 

Tap Lines, allowances to; p. 1154. 

Tap Lines: Butler County Case (Com- 
mon court decision); p. 1099. 

Tariff Committee, Southwestern; p. 823. 

Tariff System: New needed (Washington 
Letter); p. 921. 

Tariffs, agents issuing; p. 31. 

Tariffs, distribution of; p. 271. 

Tariffs, writing for; p. 1144. 

Tariffs, paying for (Editorial); p. 129. 


Tariffs, Posting: No damage when rate 
is reasonable (I. C. C. decision); p. 288. 

Tariffs Furnished Shippers; p. 632. 

Tariffs, Interstate: Application to inter- 
state shipments (Legal); p. 1067. 

Tariffs filed in advance rate case; p. 712. 

Tariffs, Unnecessary; p. 556. 

Taxation: N. A. R. C. report; p. 817. 


Tea: Transit privilege on (Conference 
ruling); p. 336. 


Telegraphs and Telephones: N. A. R. C 
report; p. 851. 


Telephone Service Complaint; p. 116. 

Telephone Service in Pittsburgh (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 169. 

Telephone Exchange: Complaint; p. 658. 

Telephone Situation; p. 596. 

Tennessee wants two and one-half cent 
fares; p. 869. 

Terminals, Chicago; p. 1031. 

Terminals at Cleveland (Washington Let- 
ter); p. 515. 

Terminals, Detroit; p. 1153. 

Tickets, Commutation: Rules governing 
cannot discriminate between classes of 
persons (Legal); p. 529. 

Tickets may be redeemed; p. 1013. 

Tickets, Strip: Injunction against; p. 847. 

Toilets, pay; p. 918. 

Toledo, St. Louis & Western: Efficient 
freight car service; p. 713. 

Ton-mile Statistics not infallible (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 1179. 

Townsend, J. F.: Heavier Loading of 
Cars; pp. 669, 696. 

Tracks, new C. B. & Q.; p. 909. 

Trade of the World: Book by J. D. 
Whelpley; p. 1047. 

Traffic as a profusion (Editorial); p. 513. 

Traffic, books on; p. 970. 

Traffic Branch, Cincinnati; . 725, 823, 
1126. 

Traffic Club, Chicago; pp. 239, 272, 573, 
675, 920, 1047, 1128. 

Traffic Club, Cleveland; p. 976. 

Traffic Club, Erie, Pa.; pp. 427, 823. 

Traffic Club, Jacksonville; p. 1027. 

Traffic Club, Milwaukee; p. 398. 

Traffic Club, Minneapolis; p. 579. 

Traffic Club, Newark; pp. 732, 911. 

Traffic Club, New Eengland (with group 
picture); pp. 46, 492, 1176. 

Traffic Club, New York: pp. 238, 614, 1205. 

Traffic Club, Philadelphia; pp. 870, 1205. 

Traffic Club, Pittsburgh; p. 723 

TraffiC League, National 
Docket; p. 862. 

Traffic League, 
Meeting; p. 972. 

Traffic League, 


Industrial: 
National Industrial: 


Industrial: 


National 
Meeting of; p. 890. 


Traffic Manager a Parasite? p. 630. 

Traffic Manager, The Industrial: By W. 
N. Agnew; p. 525. . 

Traffic Manager, The Industrial: By O. 
F. Bell; p. 413. 

Traffic Manager, The Industrial: By E. 
E. Marks; p. 490. 

Traffic Manager, The Industrial: By B. 
Robeson; p. 455. 

Traffic Organizations: Address of George 
T. Bell before N. I. T. L.; p. 899. 

Traffic Organizations; p. 1013. 

Traffic Representation Abroad: C. & N. 
W. Ry.; p. 822. 

Traffic World: Statement of ownerships; 
p. 684. 

Traffic World’s New York Office, removal 
of (Editorial); p. 980. 

Traffic World, specific uses of (Editorial); 
p. 513. 

Train Control: 
1214, 

Train Control, automatic (Washington 
Letter); p. 783. 

Trains, New Northwestern; p. 1204. 

Transit at Toledo (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 158. 

Transfer Charges; p. 1159. 

Transfer Charges at New York (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 207. 

Transfer or Drayage Charge (Conference 
ruling); p. 337. 

Transit, Fabrication in: 
849. 

Transit: Feeding and grazing (Confer- 
ence ruling); p. 337. 

Transit: Hearing on; p. 722. 

Transit, Milling at Oneonta, N. Y. (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 21. 

Transit, Milling at Lockport, N. Y. (1. C. 
C. decision); p. 219. 

Transit: No title to unused (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 934. 

Transit Privilege on tea and matting 
(Conference ruling); p. 336. 

Transit Rates: Order on; p. 565. 

Transit Rules, proposed; p. 272. 

Transportation Association, Chicago; pp. 
688, 870, 1128. 

Transportation Club, Detroit; pp. 713, 986. 

Transportation Club, Indianapolis; pp. 573, 
723, 1036. 

Transportation Club: Lima, O.; pp. 427, 
1082. 

Transportation Club, Peoria; p. 400. 

Transportation Club, Salt Lake; p. 723. 

Transportation Club, Seattle; p. 1036. 

Transportation Club, Toledo; pp. 870, 911, 
976, 1128, 1176. 

Transportation Instrumentations: N. IL 
T. L. report; p. 898. 

Transportation, Railway: Book by C. L. 
Raper; p. 887. 

Trespassing: N. A. R. C. report; p. 813. 

Trucks, Battery: Fall River Line (Edi- 
torial); p. 1039. 

Tubs, wooden, rate prescribed (I. C. C. 
decision); p. 485. 

Under Charge Claims, governed by lex 
loci (Legal); p. 427. 

Under Charge: Consignee liable if ship- 
ment accepted (Legal); p. 351. 

Under Charges: Collection not governed 
by two years’ limitation (Legal); p. 121. 

United States: Commercial relations of; 
p. 510. 

Unreported Opinions; pp. 179, 570, 643, 
1070, 1123, 1168, 1209. 

Unreported Opinions (Washington Let- 
ter); p. 243. 

Vacancies on Commission; pp. 1012, 1144, 
1202. 

Vacancies on Commission: Guesses as to 
(Washington Letter); p. 1085. 


Valuation and Rates; p. 911. 

Valuation, appropriation for (Washington 
Letter); pp 479, 551. 

Valuation: Appropriation for; pp. 497, 
518. 

Valuation: Branch offices for; p. 493. 

Valuation: Commissioner Prouty in 
charge of (Washington Letter); p. 694. 

Valuation: Commissioner Prouty to speak 
on; pp. 1116, 1133. 

Valuation, cost of: p. 362. 

Valuation: Delay in appropriations for; 
p. 456. 

Valuation Districts (illustrated); p. -710. 

Valuation Engineers in session: p. 514. 

Valuation, James J. Hill on (Editorial); 
p. 781. 

Valuation in Organizing Stage (Washing- 
ton Letter); p. 363. 

Valuation Offices: Branch; pp. 596, 670. 

Valuation, speculation on (Washington 
Letter); p. 191. 

Valuation Work: Supreme Court decision 
helps (Washington Letter); p. 1085. 
Value of Merchandise: Rate based on 

(Legal); p. 121. , 


Circular of advice; p. 


Argument; p. 


Value: Shipper required to state (I. C. 
C. decision); p. 841. 

Valuing a Roadbed (Editorial); p. 1. 

= Decision (Washington Letter); 
p. 739. 

Vegetable Rates from Florida to Chicago 
(I, C. C, decision); p. 741. 

Virginia Apple Rates; p. 2. 

Virginia cities intervene in fourth section 
cases (Washington Letter); p. 982. 

Wage Disputes, arbitration of (Washing- 
ton Letter); pp. 131, 887. 

Wage Statistics: Conference on; p. 1101. 

Wages, increase granted to trainmen; p. 
970. 

Wages: Arbitrators file dissenting opin- 
ion; p. 1031. 

Wages and Rate Advances; p. 171. 

Warehouseman: When carrier becomes 
(Legal); p. 75 


WASHINGTON LETTER: 


Advance rate issue not defined; p. 921. 

Advertising, transportation in exchange 
for; p. 1041. 

Alaska Railway Bills; p. 243. 

Alaska, government, railways for; p. 
1041. 

Arbitraries overbasing point rates; p. 
739 

Arbitration compulsory; p. 921. 

Arbitration of wage questions; p. 131. 


Basing point rates; p. 363. 


Cars, steel, as an investment; p. 515. 

Cars, steel, in Congress; p. 479. 

Classification Committee, Southern; p. 
695. 

Clements, Commissioner; Chairman 
Clark asks president to reappoint; p. 
783. 

Clements, Commisioner; p. 623. 

Clover Leaf’s refusal to carry mails; 
p. 443. 

Coke rate, competition reduces; p. 243. 

Commerce Court, efforts to abolish; p. 
3, 55. 

Commerce Court fate in hands of Sen- 
ate; p. 515. 

Commerce Court Legislation attracts 
attention of federal judges; p. 587. 

Commerce Court to expire with year; 
p. 478. 

Commision vacancies; p. 694, 783, 835. 

Commodity rates between Mo. River 
points; p. 739. 

Consolidations, Attorney-general’s at- 
titude on; p. 659. 


Erdman act board: No appropriation 
for; p. 587. 

Express rate order: Postponement of; 
p. 695. 

Federal or state authority; p. 739. 

Finley, W. W.; p. 982. 

Frisco and New York Central investi- 
gation; p. 443. 

Gothlin to the National Association of 
Railway Commissioners; p. 783. 

Government ownership; p. 659. 

Government ownership; pp. 1135, 1179. 

Harrison, Fairfax, to live in Washing- 
ton; p. 1041. 

Imports and exports; p. 407. 

Increase tariffs filed; p. 695. 

Kindel and the Commission; p. 551. 

Labor, government regulation of; p. 
131. 

Legislation: No plans for; p. 921. 

Lemon rate case; p. 835. 

Mail pay; p. 287. 

Mails, pay for carrying; p. 443. 

Manufacturer’s Railway case; p. 623. 

Marble, Commissioner: Succession 
p. 982. 

sat Haven affairs: Inquiry into; 

ee 

New Haven wrecks; p. 478. 

New York Central bonds, and J. 
Morgan; p. 515. 

Opinions unreported; p. 243. 

Parcel Post and Commission; p. 1135. 

Parish on American railroads; p. 407. 

Panama Railroad; p. 443. 

Pridham case: Arguments in; p 659. 

Private cars; p. 363. 

Prouty. Commissioner: Successor to; pp. 
694, 887. 

Railroad stocks and bonds; p. 835. 

Rate advances; p. 551. 

Rate hearing: Few visionaries in; 
982. 

Rate advance showing impressive; 
1179. 

Rate advances: Sentiment as to: 
1041. 

Rates should be one-third higher; 
1085. 

Rates, basing point: p. 363. 

Rates: Spokane case; p. 479. 

Regulation a recognized fact: p. 982. 

Regulation in Cingress; p. 1135. 
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Revenues, decline in; p. 659. 
Revenues go up, southern; p. 1085. 
a committees, Pennsylvania; 
p. 739. 
Shreveport case; p. 623. 
Shreveport decision expected; p. 1179. 
Street car lines in Washington; p. 479. 
Sugar lighterage case: p. 1041. 
Top lines, express and weighing; p. 287. 
Tariff system: New needed; p. 921. 
Terminals at Cleveland; p. 515. 
Ton-mile statistics not infallible; p. 
Train control, automatic; p 783. 
Vacancies on Commission; guesses as to; 
Pp. 1085. 
Valuation, appropriation for; p. 479, 551. 
Valuation: Commissioner Prouty in 
charge of; p. 694. 
Valuation, in organizing stage; p. 363. 
Valuation, speculation on; p. 191. 
Valuation work: Supreme Court deci- 
sion helps: p. 1085. 
Vandalia decision; p. 739. 
Virginia Cities intervene in fourth sec- 
tion cases; p. 982. 
Wage arbitration report; p. 887. 
Wage disputes, arbitration of; p. 131. 
Wire company prepares statistics; p. 
921. 
Washington, street car lines in (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 479. 
Water and Rail Carriers: Contributing 
liability between (Legal); p. 640. 
Water Routes: Interest of railroads in; 
p. 1113. 


179. 


Water Carriers: Rules for; p. 119. 

Waterways: England’s Inland: By W. 
T. Jackman; pp. 420, 449. 

Weighing: Conference on; p. 598. 

Weighing: N. I. T. L. report; p. 892. 

Weighing, switching for (I. be 
cision); p. 928. 

Weighing: Appropriation for work of 
Bureau of Standards; p. 

Weighing, Re-, at destination (Legal); 
p. 351 

Weighing (Washington Letter); p. 287. 

Weighing of Freight (I. C. C. decision); 
p. 289. 

Weighing, better, in sight (Editorial); p 
285. 

Weighing: a scale specifications (il- 
lustrated) ; 63. 

Weighing Sod Inspection Bureaus: By J. 
H. Blanton; p. 1101. 

Weighing: Carriers should instal proper 
scales (Legal); p. 1164. 

Weighing: Willis bill in Congress; p. 558. 

Weight: Dryout the moisture (Editor- 
ial); p. 737. 

Weights, Point-of-Origin: 
claims on (Legal); p. 528. 

Weights at points of origin and destina- 
tion (Legal); p. 2380. 

Weights, protecting; p. 454. 

Wells Fargo efficiency work (Editorial); 
p. 241. 

Wharfage at Galveston; p. 862. 

Wheeler, H. A.: Address to N. I. T. L.; 
p. 910. 
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Whelpley, James D.: 
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cs Control of Refrigerator 
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Willard, Daniel, on rate advances; p. 1014. 

Willard, H. L.: Handling Express Claims; 
Pp. ‘ 

bala: Fn L.: Handling Freight Claims; 
p. 1 ‘ 

Wire Combination dissolved; p. 1201. 

Wire Company prepares statistics (Wash- 
ington Letter); p. 

Wire Lines: Control of (Editorial); p. 


1133. 

Wire Lines: Inspectors wanted; p. 97+. 

Wire Lines: Bill for control of; p. 668. 

Wire Lines, control of; p. 1146. 

Wisconsin Rules on shipping chickens; p. 
823. 

Wolf, Thomas L.: Rate Clerk Illinois 
Railroad and Warehouse Commission 
(with portrait); p. 1134. 

Woven Wire Fencing Rates from Adrian, 
Mich.; p. 889. 

Wreckage: Pennsylvania will not de- 
stroy; p. 730. 

Wylie, E. G.: 
p. 402. 

Zeigler Road a plant facility (1. 
decision); p. 16. 


Zone System of Express Rates: 
for; p. 350. 

Zones: Iowa should be divided into (I. 
Cc. C. decision); p. 371. 


Explains Iowa decision; 
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THE BOOK SHELF 


Conference Rulings Bulletin No. 6, 8x11 inches.$0.40 


Federal Regulation of Railway Rates—Albert 
N. Merritt 

Supplement No. 3 to 18A—Photographic Re- 
production, 8xll inches 

Railroads, Ripley 

Freight Classification—J. F. Strombeck 

Decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—First 23 Volumes Complete, Uniform 
Binding 

Railroad Freight Rates, with Maps, Tables, 
Ete., Explaining the Present Rate System 
and Its Evolution; 

The Working of the Railroads—What They 
Are—What They Do and How They Do It; 
McPherson 

Transportation in Europe—Transportation Con- 
ditions in Europe, Both Rail and Water, 
Carefully Analyzed; McPherson 

When Railroads Were New—A History of the 
Early Railroads of the Country and of the 
Men Who Built Them; Carter 

Studies in Rate Construction—Just out—Cur- 


Commission Regulation of Public Utilities—A 
compilation and analysis of State and Inter- 
state Public Utility Laws—National Civic 
Federation 

Interstate Transportation, Covering All Phases 
of the Subject, Both Legai and Practical; 
Barnes. Two Volumes 

Railroad Traffic and Rates—The Development 
of Rate-Making, and the Keeping of Freight 
and Passenger Records, Carefully Treated; 
Johnson and Huebner 

Regulation, Valuation and Depreciation of Pub- 
lic Utilities—Wyer 

Pierce’s Digest—Covering the 
February 4, 1887, to January -1, 
B. Pierce 

Lust & Merriam’s Digest—Covering the period 
from January 1, 1908, to July 1, 1912.... 

Proceedings 23d Annual Convention National 
Association of Railway Commissioners, in- 
cluding all State Laws Regulating Public 
Utilities 

Proceedings 24th Annual Convention 

Problems in. Railway Legislation—Haines... 


Compensation for Injuries to Workmen— 
(New) 2 Volumes, 1,670 Pages. All of the 
New Workmen’s Compensation Laws; Boyd. 

Moore on Carriers—A Practical Treatise on 
the Law of Carriers of Goods, Passengers, 
Live Stock, Etc.; 

The Earning Power of the Railways—Mundy... 


Period 
1908; 


TE: ost ocdawe ee 


2.42 
1.63 
1.63 


2.16 


5.42 


5.00 


6.35 


8.00 


9.00 


2.00 


Nellis on Street Railways—1i1911 Edition. An 
Up-to-date Treatise on the Laws Relating 
to Street Railways 


Railroad Administration — With Numerous 
Charts and Folders; Morris 


Railway Transportation—A Hand- 
Phases of 


American 
book of Information Upon All 
Railroading; Johnson 

The American Transportation Question—Rates, 
Service, Financial Return, Valuation, Effi- 
ciency, Discrimination, Etc., Analyzed; Dunn. 


The Life Work of Edward A. Moseley in the 
Service of Humanity—Morgan 

Lowrey’s Map of Chicago Switching District. 

Ocean and Inland Water Transportation—John- 


Elements of Transportation—Johnson 

Railroad Reorganization—Daggett 

Ship Subsidies—A Study on American Ship- 
ping; W. T. Dunmore 

Waterways Versus Railways—A _ well-written 
Discussion of the Relative Value of the 
Two Methods of Transportation; Harold G. 
Moulton 

Hutchinson on Carriers—A recognized author- 
ity on the Law of Carriers, brought up to 
the date of the passing of the Hepburn Act; 
3 Volumes 

Valuation of Public Service Corporations—A 
most important work now that a physical 
valuation of so many public utilities is be- 
ing made; Whitten 

The Law of Interstate Commerce—An _ ex- 
haustive treatise on Interstate Commerce; 
F. N. Judson 

The Law Governing Public Service Corpora- 
tions and All Others Engaged in Public Em- 
ployment—Wyman 

The Trade of the Worid—Whelpley 

American Railroad Economics—Sakolski 

American Railroad Rates—Noyes 

Railway Legislation in the U. S.—B.H. Meyer. 

Government Regulation of Railway Rates— 
H. R. Meyer 

The Truth About 
Elliott 

Railroad Finance—Cleveland & Powell 
Federal Power Over Carriers and Corpora- 
tions—E. P. Prentice 

The Heart of the Railway Problem—Frank 
Parsons 

General History of Commerce—W. C. Webster. 


Railway Transportation—Raper 
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1.60 


1.60 


2.00 
1.00 


5.50 


1.35 


1.50 


If you don’t see what you want or if you wish more detailed information, write us 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 


CHICAGO 





Special Service 


At 


Washington 


Compiling or Comparing Rates 
Copying Complaints, Tariffs, Etc. 
Entering Appearances 

Reporting Hearings or Arguments 


Acting as Carriers’ Agent as provided 
by Law, etc., etc. 


Our Familiarity with all of the Govern- 
mental Departments and our corps of 
Traffic and Legal Experts equip us for 
Exceptional Service before all Govern- 
mental Departments, The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission,U. S. Commerce Court, 
as well as the U. S. Supreme Court. 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


Colorado Building 418-430 So. Market St. 


Washington Chicago 








AS APPROVED BY. 


THE FREICHT CLAIM ASSOCIATION 
THE VIRCINIA CLAIM CONFERENCE 
NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC LEACUE 


THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 


AND THE 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Will Greatly Facilitate the Handling of Your Claims 


Mr. W. P. Taylor, Secretary of The Freight Claim Association, says:—“Inasmuch 
as it is earnestly desired that these forms be put into universal use, your co-opera- 
tion to the fullest consistent extent, with this end in view, will, of course, be much 
appreciated. It is felt that the use of these forms will be equally beneficial to the 
carriers and the claimants, as, by facilitating the adjustment of claims, they will 
remove what has heretofore been a cause for frequent complaint.” 


TWO KINDS: OVERCHARGE AND LOSS AND DAMAGE 


SCHEDULE OF PRICES 


100 $ 2.00 Delivered 

200 Delivered 

500 p Delivered 
1,000 00 F. O. B. Chicago 
2,000 J F. O. B. Chicago 
5,000 00 F. O. B. Chicago 


If you need the forms why not get them at headquarters for traffic 
supplies? Then you will know that they are 
absolutely standard. 


READY FOR PROMPT SHIPMENT. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market Street, CHICAGO 








Standard Freight Claim Forms} 

















